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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 
PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Section 213.3316 Is amended to show 
the exception under Schedule C of the 
position of Deputy Special Assistant to 
the Secretary (for Mental Retardation 
Activities). Effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register, subparagraph 
(22) is added to paragraph (a) of 
5 212 3316 as set out below. 

§ 213.3316 Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. 

(a Office of the Secretary. • * • 

(22' Deputy Special Assistant to the 
Secretary (for Mental Retardation 

ActU ities). 

• ♦ • • • 

(RJ3. 1753. sec. 2. 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 US.C. 631. 633; E.O. 10577. 19 F.R. 7521, 3 
CFR. 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal! Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[PR. Doc. 64-9304; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter X—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Milk), Department of 

Agriculture 

{Milk Order No. 133] 

PART 1133—MILK IN THE INLAND 
EMPIRE MARKETING AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provisions 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937 as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Inland Empire marketing 
area (7 CFR Part 1133), it is hereby 
iouud and determined that: 

< a > The following provisions of the 
order no longer tend to effectuate the 
rfclared policy of the Act for the months 
01 n ^ ember through November 1964: 

( l "During the months of December 
through June” in § 1133.12(c)(1); and 
-) During any of the months of De¬ 
cember through June” in § 1133.15(c) 

(b) Thirty days notice of the effective 
te hereof is impractical, unnecessary, 
th -»t Contrary to the public interest in 

fJ 1 * suspension order does not re- 
* Ui ‘° of Persons affected substantial or 


extensive preparation prior to the effec¬ 
tive date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con¬ 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3) The suspension order will permit 
handlers to divert producer milk to non¬ 
pool plants during the months of Sep¬ 
tember through November 1964. The 
order presently provides for diversions 
only during the months of December 
through June. However, a suspension 
order issued July 8, 1964, permitted the 
diversion of producer milk for the months 
of July and August 1964. Petitioners 
stated that continuing favorable con¬ 
ditions in the marketing area have re¬ 
sulted in a supply of producer milk in 
excess of the fluid requirements and the 
limited manufacturing capacity of pool 
plants in the marketing area. The ex¬ 
tension of diversion privileges during the 
months of September through November 
will permit milk of producers to be re¬ 
ceived directly at nonpool plants, thereby 
eliminating the need for moving such 
milk to Spokane pool plants and trans¬ 
ferring it back to nonpool plants. 

(4) Interested parties were afforded 
opportunity to file written data, views, 
or arguments concerning this suspension 
(29 FJR. 12517). None were filed in 
opposition to the proposed suspension. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak¬ 
ing this order effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 

It is therefore ordered. That the afore¬ 
said provisions of the order are hereby 
suspended for the months of September, 
October and November 1964. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.C. 
601-674) 

Effective date: The date of publication 
in the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., Septem¬ 
ber 11, 1964. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

IFJt. Doc. 64-9398; Filed, Sept. 15. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.1 


Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 

(Announcement PS-CN-2, Arndt. 2] 

PART 1427—COTTON 

Subpart—1964—66 Cotton Equaliza¬ 
tion Program — Payment-in-Kind 
Regulations 

Transfer of Obligations 

In order to clarify the requirements as 
to transfer of obligations. § 1427.1966, as 
amended, of the 1964-66 Cotton Equal¬ 
ization Progra m—Payment-In-Kind 
Regulations (Announcement PS-CN-2) 


dated July 1, 1964 (29 F It. 8465). is 
further amended to read as follows: 

§ 1427.1966 Transfer of obligations. 

A cotton handler who desires to trans¬ 
fer to another cotton handler his domes¬ 
tic consumption or export obligations as 
to a quantity of cotton shall submit a 
properly executed Transfer of Obliga¬ 
tion, Form CCC 855 (referred to in this 
subpart as "Form 855”) to the New Or¬ 
leans office. Form 855 must be submitted 
in triplicate. The last two copies of the 
executed Form 855 should be retained by 
the transferor and transferee until the 
approved or rejected copies of Form 855 
are received from the New Orleans office. 
Such transfer may be made only to an¬ 
other cotton handler who agrees to as¬ 
sume such obligation and who has 
furnished CCC with performance secu¬ 
rity as required in § 1427.1958. If the 
transfer is approved by the New Orleans 
office, the approval will be noted on all 
copies by the New Orleans office, which 
will mail one copy to the transferor and 
one copy to the transferee. If the trans¬ 
fer is not approved by the New Orleans 
office, the reason will be noted on all 
copies of Form 855 by the New Orleans 
office, which will mail one copy to the 
transferor and one copy to the transferee. 
A cotton handler who executes a Form 
855 as transferor and who does not have 
outstanding domestic consumption or ex¬ 
port obligations under this subpart in an 
amount equal to the amount of cotton 
specified in such Form 855 shall be 
deemed to have incurred obligations in 
such amount solely for the purpose of 
transferring such obligations to the cot¬ 
ton handler who executes such Form 855 
as transferee, and in the case of such a 
transfer, the account of the transferor 
will be credited pursuant to § 1427.1959 
with the amount specified in such Form 
855 at the time such transfer is approved 
and will be debited at the time payments 
are made to him by CCC pursuant to 
§ 1427.1956 or obligations transferred to 
him by another cotton handler pursuant 
to § 1427.1966. 

(Secs. 4. 5. 62 Stat. 1070, as amended, sec. 101, 
Pub. Law 88-297; sec. 203. 70 Stat. 188; 15 
U.S.C. 714b. 714c, 7 US.C. 1853) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1964. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President , 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-9399; Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:49 am.] 

(Cotton Loan Program Regs., Amdt. 4 ] 

PART 1427—COTTON 

Subpart—Cotton Loan Program 
Regulations 

Restrictions on Lending Agencies 

In order to permit officers, directors, 
stockholders and employees of approved 

12957 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


lending agencies who do not have con¬ 
trolling interest in such approved lending 
agencies and who do not determine eli¬ 
gibility for price support of their own 
production, to obtain price support 
through such lending agencies, the regu¬ 
lations issued by Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, published in 28 F.R. 5712, 28 
F.R. 12794, 29 F.R. 11145 and 29 F.R. 
12422 as Cotton Loan Program Regula¬ 
tions, and containing the terms and con¬ 
ditions with respect to the cotton loan 
program, are hereby amended as follows: 

Paragraph <i) (1) of § 1427.1360 is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 1427.1360 Preparalion and transniil- 
tal of documents. 

• ♦ • • * • 

(i) Restrictions on lending agencies 
and clerks. (1) No loan shall be made 
through a lending agency on cotton pro¬ 
duced 

(i) By itself or by a corporation in 
which the lending agency holds in excess 
of 50 percent of the stock thereof; 

(ii) By any producer holding in ex¬ 
cess of 50 percent of the stock of the 
leading agency; 

(iii) By any corporation which has in 
excess of 50 percent of its stock held by 
a person who also holds in excess of 50 
percent of the stock of the lending 
agency: 

(iv) By a partner of the lending agen¬ 
cy or by a partnership firm in which the 
leading agency is a partner: 

(v) By an official or employee of the 
lending agency who has supervisory au¬ 
thority over the activities of the person 
who would execute the Clerk’s Certifi¬ 
cate. 

• ♦ • • • 

(Secs. 4, 5. 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; secs. 
101, 103, 401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 714 b and c; 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1444. 1421) 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register. 


Base to Berlin, N.H. Radio Beacon. This 
SID route has been canceled. There¬ 
fore, there is no longer a requirement for 
the controlled airspace associated with 
this route. 

Since this amendment imposes no ad¬ 
ditional burden on any person, notice 
and public procedure hereon are un¬ 
necessary and the amendment may be 
made effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 [New] of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations is amended, effective immediately, 
as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (29 F.R. 2931), the Bangor, 
Maine transition area is amended by 
deleting, “to latitude 44 c 50'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 67°30'00" W., to the point of begin¬ 
ning, and within 5 miles each side of the 
Bangor VORTAC 262 9 radial, extending 
from 44 miles to 48 miles W of the VOR¬ 
TAC; and that airspace extending up¬ 
ward from 6,500 feet MSL within 5 miles 
each side of the Bangor VORTAC 262° 
radial, extending from 48 miles W of the 
VORTAC to the E edge of Blue Federal 
Airway No. 63 and the Berlin, N.H., con¬ 
trol area ‘extension.” and substituting 
“to latitude 44 c 50'00" N.. longitude 67° 
30'00" W., to the point of beginning.” 
therefor. 

(307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on August 27, 
1964. 

Oscar Bakke, 
Director, Eastern Region. 

(F_R. Doc. 64-9371; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.| 

Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

| Docket No. 8613] 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1964. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9400; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.J 


Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


PART 13—prohibited trade 

PRACTICES 

Belmont Productions, Inc., et al. 

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling: 
§ 13.1230 Identity; § 13.1265 Old, second¬ 
hand, reclaimed , or reconstructed prod¬ 
uct as new; § 13.1300 Quantity. Sub¬ 
part—Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, 
to make material disclosure: § 13.1855 
Identity; § 13.1880 Old, used, or re¬ 
claimed as unused or new: § 13.1880-20 
Book titles. 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE INEW1 

(Airspace Docket No. 64-EA-49J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alteration of Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to alter the Bangor, Maine 
transition area by deleting a portion 
thereof that was designated to accom¬ 
modate a SID route from Dow Air Force 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) |Cease and desist order, Bel¬ 

mont Productions, Inc., et al., New York, 
N.Y., Docket 8613, Aug. 28. 1964] 

In the Matter of Belmont Productions, 
Inc., a Corporation, and John L. Gold- 
water, Louis H. Silberkleit, Stanley P. 
Morse, and Maurice Coyne, Individ¬ 
ually and as Officers of the Said Cor¬ 
poration 

Order requiring New York City dis¬ 
tributors of paperbacked books to cease 
selling reprints of books from which por¬ 
tions of the text were deleted, with incon¬ 
spicuous notice of abridgement only on 


the lower right hand corner of the front 
covers and none on the title page, and 
selling other reprints with new titles in 
large letters on the front covers and 
the original titles in small type on a 
lower corner of the front cover or under 
the new title—in both cases, without suf¬ 
ficient disclosure of abridgment or new 
titling. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 


It is ordered, That respondents, Bel¬ 
mont Productions, Inc., a corporation, 
and its officers, and John L. Goldwater, 
Louis H. Silberkleit. Stanley P. Morse 
and Maurice Coyne, individually and as 
officers of said corporation, and respond¬ 
ents’ agents, representatives and em¬ 
ployees, directly or through any corporate 
or other device, in connection with the 
offering for sale, sale and distribution of 
paper-backed books, or other products, 
in commerce, as “commerce” is defined 
in the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Offering for sale or selling any 
abridged copy of a book unless one of 
the following words, “abridged”, 
“abridgement”, “condensed” or conden¬ 
sation”, or some other word or phrase 
stating with equal clarity that said book 
is abridged, appears in clear, conspicu¬ 
ous type upon the front cover and upon 
the title page of the book, either in 
immediate connection with the title or in 
another position adapted readily to at¬ 
tract the attention of a prospective pur¬ 
chaser. 

2. Using or substituting a new title for, 
or in place of, the original title of a 
reprinted book unless a statement which 
reveals the original title of the book and 
that it has been previously published 
thereunder appears in clear and con¬ 
spicuous type upon the front cover and 
upon the title page of the book, either 
in immediate connection with the title 
or in another position adapted readily to 
attract the attention of a prospective 
purchaser. 

3. Representing, through the manner 
in which the name of any person is set 
forth on the front cover or title page of 
a book, that such person is the author 
of all or of a substantial part of the 
book unless a statement which discloses 
the actual contribution to the book made 
by the person whose name is so used 
appears in immediate conjunction witn 
such person’s name upon the front cover 
and title page of the book or in anotne 
position readily adapted to attract the 
attention of a prospective purchaser. 

4. Disseminating advertising pertiun- 
ing to any abridged copy of a book unless 
such advertising discloses the fact 
abridgement in clear, conspicuous type 
either in immediate connection with tne 
title under which the book is sold or i 
another position readily adapted to at¬ 
tract the attention of a prospective 


purchaser. . 

5. Disseminating advertising 
ing to a book reprint having a su 
stitute title unless such advertising co- 
tains a statement revealing the origin 
title and that the book has been pu 
lished thereunder in clear, conspicuous 
type either in immediate connection who 
the title under which the book is s 
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or in another position readily adapted to 
attract the attention of a prospective 

purchaser. 

6. Disseminating advertising which 
represents in any manner contrary to 
fact that a person is the author of all or 
a substantial part of a book unless such 
advertising contains a statement dis¬ 
closing the actual contribution of the 
person in clear, conspicuous type either 
in immediate connection with the title 
under which the book is sold or in an¬ 
other position readily adapted to attract 
the attention of a prospective purchaser. 

7. Placing in the hands of others any 
means or instrumentalities by or through 
which they may mislead the public as to 
any of the matters and things set out in 
Paragraphs 1 through 6 inclusive. 

By "Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
orde • requiring report of compliance is 

as follows: 

It is f urther ordered, That respondents 
herein shall, within sixty (60) days after 
sen'ice upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing, set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
in which they have complied with the 
order to cease and desist. 

Issued: August 28, 1964. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph N. Kuzew, 

Acting Secretary . 

|FR. Doc. 64-9342; Piled, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:45 ELm.j 


(Docket No. C-820J 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Chinchilla Ranchers, lnc. # et al. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.50 Dealer or seller assist- 
cnee; § 13.60 Earnings and profits; 
§ 13.105 Individual's special selection or 
situation ; § 13.143 Opportunities ; 
§13.175 Quality of product or service; 
§ 13.185 Refunds , repairs, and replace¬ 
ments; § 13.205 Scientific or other rele¬ 
vant facts ; 5 13.225 Services; § 13.285 
Value. 


(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 T7.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
, 7 ' 45 ) [Cease and desist order, Chln- 
cmih Ranchere, Inc., et al., Evansville, Wis., 
Dcvk t C-820, Aug. 27. 1964J 

In the Matter of Chinchilla Ranchers, 
Inc., a Corporation, and Marie Roberts , 
Individually and as an Officer of Said 
Corporation, and National Chinchilla 
Ranchers, Inc., a Corporation, and 
Keith E. McixeU, Individually and as 
on Officer of Said Corporation 


Consent order requiring Evansvil 
wis sellers to the public of chinchi 
weeding stock, to cease making a vari< 
2 ^representations in advertising, i 
ciuaing opportunities for profit in bree 
chinchillas and incomes to be € 
Parted, value, health, hardiness a 
Proauctivity of their animals, special j 
tro» i of Purchasers and specializ 
aining and other assistance given the 
suuong other things, as indicated in t 
order below. 


The order to cease and desist, including 
further order requiring report of com¬ 
pliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Chin¬ 
chilla Ranchers Inc., a corporation and 
its officers, and Marie Roberts, individ¬ 
ually and as an officer of said corpora¬ 
tion, and National Chinchilla Ranches, 
Inc., a corporation, and its officers, and 
Keith E. Meixell, individually and as an 
officer of said last named corporation, 
and respondents* agents, representatives, 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale or distri¬ 
bution of chinchilla breeding stock in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that breeding chinchillas for 
profit can be undertaken without previ¬ 
ous knowledge or experience in the feed¬ 
ing, care, and breeding of such animals. 

2. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that chinchillas sold by respond¬ 
ents are top quality stock or that they 
have a market value of from $800 to 
$3,500 a pair; or misrepresenting in any 
manner the quality or market value of 
chinchillas sold by respondents. 

3. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that any given number of mated 
pairs of chinchillas purchased from the 
respondents or the offspring of said chin¬ 
chillas will produce during a stated 
period of time breeding stock or pelts of 
a certain quality in any number or qual¬ 
ity in excess of that usually and custom¬ 
arily produced by chinchillas sold by 
respondents or the offspring of said chin¬ 
chillas. 

4. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that chinchilla pelts produced 
from respondents’ breeding stock will be 
worth any amount in excess of that 
usually received by other purchasers of 
respondents’ breeding stock for pelts of 
like grade and quality. 

5. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that fifty pairs of chinchillas will 
produce an annual net income of $5,000 
within four years or $25,000 within five 
years; or that the net earnings or profits 
which may be derived from raising chin¬ 
chillas is any amount In excess of the 
amount usually and customarily earned 
by breeders of chinchillas purchased 
from respondents. 

6 . Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation that purchasers of respondents' 
chinchilla breeding stock will receive 
from the sale of offspring as breeding 
stock from $150 to $400 for a single chin¬ 
chilla or from $300 to $800 per pair of 
chinchillas or any other amount in ex¬ 
cess of that usually and customarily 
received for animals sold as breeding 
stock by purchasers of respondents’ chin¬ 
chillas. 

7. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that it is practicable to raise chin¬ 
chillas in the home or that large profits 
can be made in this manner. 

8 . Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that chinchillas are free from 
disease or that they are not affected by 
high temperature and humidity. 


9. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that respondents in other than 
exceptional instances will buy offspring 
from chinchillas purchased from them 
for breeding or pelting purposes; or that 
respondents will pay $25 for each animal 
purchased for pelting or will pay $150 
for each animal purchased for breeding 
or will pay any other amount or amounts 
in excess of that generally paid by re¬ 
spondents for animals of like grade and 
quality. 

10. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that respondents will buy back 
chinchillas from persons who are dis¬ 
satisfied with their purchases. 

11. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that the Willard H. George Grad¬ 
ing System is an accepted standard in 
the chinchilla industry for determining 
the quality of chinchilla breeding stock; 
or that score sheets recording the grad¬ 
ing of animals under that system are 
generally accepted by the chinchilla in¬ 
dustry as proof of the quality of the chin¬ 
chillas purchased from respondents. 

12. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation. that sales by respondents of their 
chinchilla breeding stock are limited to 
a few i>ersons in each locality or area. 

13. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that purchasers of respondents’ 
chinchillas have been selected to breed 
chinchillas for resale by respondents. 

14. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that purchasers of respondents’ 
breeding stock will become members of 
an association of chinchilla breeders un¬ 
der respondents’ leadership; or that re¬ 
spondents have any such association 
under their leadership. 

15. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that purchasers of respondents' 
chinchilla breeding stock are given spe¬ 
cialized training in the care and breed¬ 
ing of chinchillas or are furnished advice 
by respondents as to the breeding of 
chinchillas; provided, however, that it 
shall be a defense in any enforcement 
proceeding for violation hereof for re¬ 
spondents to establish that such training 
and advice is actually furnished. 

It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with this order. 

Issued: August 27, 1964. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph N. Kuzew, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FJR. Doc. 64-9343; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.| 


[Docket No. C-819J 

PART 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

Family Record Plan, Inc., et al. 

Subpart—Misrepresenting oneself and 
goods: Business status, advantages or 
connections: § 13.1390 Concealed sub¬ 
sidiary, fictitious collection agency, etc; 
Misrepresenting oneself and goods— 
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Goods: § 13.1625 Free goods or services ; 
§ 13.1663 Individuals special selection or 
situation; § 13.1735 Sample, offer, or 
order conformance; Misrepresenting 
oneself and goods —Prices: § 13.1805 Ex¬ 
aggerated as regular and customary . 
Subpart—Securing information by sub¬ 
terfuge: § 13.2168 Securing information 
by subterfuge. Subpart—Using mislead¬ 
ing name—Vendor: § 13.2365 Concealed 
subsidiary, fictitious collection agency, 
etc. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) (Cease and desist order, FamUy 
Record Plan, Incorporated, et al., Los An¬ 
geles, Calif., Docket C-819. Aug. 27. 1964J 

In the Matter of Family Record Plan, 

Incorporated, a Corporation, and Ir¬ 
win E. Kane and Henry G. Isherwood, 

Individually and as Officers of Said 

Corporation 

Consent order requiring Los Angeles 
sellers of a “photograph album plan” 
consisting of an album and a certificate 
entitling the purchaser to have 16 
photographs taken at the rate of two 
a year at designated studios which had 
agreed to honor them, to cease repre¬ 
senting falsely through their sales agents 
who called upon prospective purchasers, 
frequently parents of young children, 
that the album was a free gift to spe¬ 
cially selected persons and a $50 retail 
value and the entire cost of the plan a 
saving over prevailing prices in the area, 
and that sample photographs shown 
were taken by the local affiliated studio; 
to cease using deceptive practices to col¬ 
lect delinquent accounts, such as letter¬ 
heads of the purported independent 
“Coast to Coast Collection Service*’ and 
forms requesting information for the 
purpose of furnishing services to the 
person in question. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents Family 
Record Plan, Incorporated, a corpora¬ 
tion, and its officers, and Irwin E. Kane 
and Henry G. Isherwood, individually 
and as officers of said corporation, and 
respondents’ representatives, agents and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device, in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale or distri¬ 
bution of photograph album plans, 
photograph albums or certificates for 
photographs, in commerce as “com¬ 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

A. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that: 

(1) Respondents* photograph album is 
free or a free gift; 

(2) Persons solicited have been espe¬ 
cially selected; 

(3) Sample photographs shown to 
prospective purchasers were taken by the 
local affiliated independent studio where 
the purchaser is to have the photographs 
taken pursuant to respondents’ plan un¬ 
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less such photographs were taken as 
represented; 

(4) Any amount is the price at which 
the photograph album included in re¬ 
spondents’ plan has been or is being sold 
in the local trade area or areas where the 
representation is being made unless sub¬ 
stantial sales of the photograph album 
have been made at such price in the re¬ 
cent. regular course of business in such 
trade area or areas; 

(5) The album included in respond¬ 
ents’ plan has a value of or is worth any 
amount when such amount appreciably 
exceeds the price or prices at which sub¬ 
stantial sales of the album or an album 
of at least like grade and quality have 
been made in the recent, regular course 
of business in respondents’ trade area; 
or otherwise misrepresenting in any 
manner the retail value of respondents’ 
merchandise; provided, however, that 
nothing contained hereinabove shall pro¬ 
hibit respondents from representing that 
the photograph album included in re¬ 
spondents’ plan is being offered for sale 
at retail at a designated price in respond¬ 
ents’ trade area if respondents estab¬ 
lish that such album has been and is 
being offered openly and actively in good 
faith at such price by a substantial num¬ 
ber of representative retail outlets. 

B. Misrepresenting by means of com¬ 
parative prices or in any other manner 
the savings afforded to purchasers of re¬ 
spondents’ plan. 

C. (1) Using the name “Coast to Coast 
Collection Service” or any other name or 
names of similar import or meaning to 
describe, designate, or refer to respond¬ 
ents’ business or otherwise representing 
in any manner, directly or by implica¬ 
tion, that respondents’ business is that 
of an independent organization engaged 
in the business of collecting delinquent 
accounts; 

(2) Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that accounts not referred to an 
independent organization engaged in col¬ 
lecting delinquent accounts have been so 
referred, or otherwise representing, di¬ 
rectly or by implication, that any action 
not taken to effect the collection of de¬ 
linquent accounts has been taken; 

(3) Using letters, forms, question¬ 
naires, or other items of printed or writ¬ 
ten matter in connection with obtaining 
information concerning delinquent debt¬ 
ors which do not clearly reveal that the 
purpose for which the information is 
sought is that of obtaining information 
concerning delinquent debtors. 

It is further ordered, That the respond¬ 
ents herein shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which they have com¬ 
plied with this order. 

Issued: August 27, 1964. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Joseph N. Kuzew, 

Acting Secretary . 

(P.R. Doc. 64-9344; Filed, Sept. 16, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


(Docket No. C-821] 

PART 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

Hobart Laboratories, Inc. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.170 Qualities or proper¬ 
ties of product or service: 13.170-52 
Medicinal, therapeutic, healthful, etc. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) (Cease and desist order. Hobart 
Laboratories. Inc., Chicago, Ill., Docket C-821, 
Aug. 28.1964J 

Consent order requiring Chicago dis¬ 
tributors of a drug preparation, “Nuztne”, 
offered for the treatment of piles or 
hemorrhoids, to cease misrepresenting— 
in newspaper and magazine and other 
advertising—the effectiveness of their 
product in the cure of said ailments and 
relief of the symptoms thereof. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent Hobart 
Laboratories, Inc., a corporation, and its 
officers, and respondent’s representa¬ 
tives, agents and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the offering for sale, 
sale or distribution of “Nuzine”, or any 
other preparation of substantially simi¬ 
lar composition or possessing substan¬ 
tially similar properties, do forthwith 
cease and desist from directly or indi¬ 
rectly: 

1. Disseminating, or causing the dis¬ 
semination of any advertisement by 
means of the United States mails or by 
any means in commerce, as “commerce’’ 
is defined in the Federal Trade Commis¬ 
sion Act, which represents directly or by 
implication that the use of respondent's 
preparation will: 

(a) Reduce or shrink piles; 

(b) Eliminate all itch due to or as¬ 
cribed to piles; 

(c) Relieve all pain attributed to or 
caused by piles; 

(d) Afford any relief or have any 
therapeutic effect upon the condition 
known as piles or upon any of the symp¬ 
toms or manifestations thereof in excess 
of affording temporary relief of minor 
pain or minor itching associated with 
piles. 

2. Disseminating, or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated, by any means, for the pur¬ 
pose of inducing, or which is likely to 
induce, directly or indirectly, the pur¬ 
chase of respondent’s preparation, in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, any 
advertisement which contains any of the 
representations prohibited in Paragraph 
1 hereof. 

It is further ordered, That the respond¬ 
ent herein shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon it of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which it has complied with this 
order. 





Wednesday, September 16, 1964 

Issued: August 28, 1964. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Joseph N. Kuzew, 

Acting Secretary. 

[Fil. Doc. 64-9345; Filed. Sept. 15. 1964; 

8:45 ajn.J 

Title 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 

Chapter II—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 

[Release No. 34-7430] 

PART 240—GENERAL RULES AND 

REGULATIONS, SECURITIES EX¬ 
CHANGE ACT OF 1934 

PART 249—FORMS, SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion has announced that it has revised 
its Form BD (17 CFR 249.501), the form 
of application for registration as a 
broker-dealer, and to amend such an 
application, and that it has also revised 
its Rule 15b-2 (17 CFR 240.15b-2) re¬ 
quiring broker-dealers to keep the in¬ 
formation in such applications current. 
The action was taken under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, and 
particularly sections 15(b), 17(a), and 
23(a) thereof, to implement the provi¬ 
sions of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 as recently amended by the Securi¬ 
ties Acts Amendments of 1964. 

On August 20, 1964, President Johnson 
signed the Securities Acts Amendments 
of 1964 (the 1964 Amendments) exten¬ 
sively revising the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934. The amendments to section 
15(b) of the Act, which contain provi¬ 
sions with respect to registration of 
brokers and dealers and the denial, sus¬ 
pension, and revocation of such registra¬ 
tion. have been amended in certain im¬ 
portant respects. More specifically, sec¬ 
tion 15(b)(5) now'provides additional 
grounds to deny or revoke registration 
upon a finding that it is in the public 
interest to do so. The new disqualifica¬ 
tions may be summarized as follows: 

<A) The willful filing with the Com- 
uii-sion of any false report. 

( B) Any conviction of a felony or mis¬ 
demeanor arising out of the conduct of 
business as an investment adviser, or in¬ 
volving embezzlement, fraudulent con¬ 
version, misappropriation of funds or se¬ 
curities, or violation of the provisions of 
me United States Code dealing with va¬ 
rious frauds and swindles involving the 
use of the mails, telephone, telegraph, 
radio, or television. 

<C> Tlie existence of a permanent or 
temporary injunction prohibiting the 

u r ‘, dealer or a P ers <>n associated with 
me broker-dealer from acting as an fil¬ 
es tment adviser, underwriter, broker or 
dealer, or as an affiliated person or em- 
P oyee of any investment company, bank 
? r msur ance company, or from engaging 
n or continuing any conduct or practice 
n connection with any such activity. 
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(D) Willful violation of any provision 
of the Investment Advisers Act of 1940, 
or the Investment Company Act of 1940, 
or any rule or regulation thereunder. 

(E) Willfully aiding and abetting any 
other person in a violation of the Securi¬ 
ties Act, the Securities Exchange Act, the 
Investment Advisers Act, or the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act, or any rule or regu¬ 
lation under any of such Acts, or failing 
reasonably to supervise other persons 
who commit such violations. 

(F) The broker-dealer having associ¬ 
ated with him a person subject to an 
effective order of the Commission bar¬ 
ring or suspending the right of such per¬ 
son to be associated with a broker-dealer. 

Item 8 of Form BD (17 CFR 249.501) 
has been revised to require information 
as to whether the broker-dealer, or any 
person associated with such broker or 
dealer, is subject to any of the above 
disqualifications. The form continues, 
of course, to require information as to 
whether such persons are subject to any 
of the other disqualifications provided 
for in section 15(b). 

The 1964 Amendments made numerous 
other changes in the provisions of the 
Act applicable to brokers and dealers, 
and consideration is being given to a 
more definitive amendment of Form BD 
(17 CFR § 249.501) and applicable rules. 
These will be published for comment at 
the earliest possible date. In the mean¬ 
time, however, it was necessary to revise 
Form BD (17 CFR 249.501) in order that 
a form would be available on which cur¬ 
rent applications for registration as a 
broker-dealer could be filed, and on 
which registered broker-dealers who are 
subject to any disqualification, or who 
have associated with them any person 
who is subject to any disqualification, can 
report such information to the Com¬ 
mission. 

Copies of Form BD (17 CFR 249.501), 
as revised, will be available at the Wash¬ 
ington and Regipnal Offices of the Com¬ 
mission on and after September 15, 1964. 

Text of the Commission’s action. The 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
acting pursuant to the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 and particularly sec¬ 
tions 15(b), 17(a), and 23(a) thereof, 
deeming such action necessary and ap¬ 
propriate in the public interest, for the 
protection of investors, and for the ex¬ 
ecution of the functions vested in it, 
hereby revises Rule 15b-2 (17 CFR 
240.15b-2) as set forth below and revises 
Form BD (17 CFR 249.501) as provided 
in copies thereof as Revised September 
15, 1964. The Commission finds that 
notice and procedure pursuant to section 
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act 
are impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest because the above action 
must be taken immediately to provide 
brokers and dealers with a form to apply 
for registration as brokers and dealers, 
and to file amendments thereto, furnish¬ 
ing information necessary under statu¬ 
tory requirements established by the 
Securities Acts Amendments of 1964. 
Such revisions shall be effective on Sep¬ 
tember 15, 1964. 

The revision of Form BD (17 CFR 
249.501) or Rule 15b-2 (17 CFR 240.15b- 
2 ) shall not affect or discharge the 


obligation of any person arising under 
the provisions thereof prior to amend¬ 
ment. 

The action of the Commission fol¬ 
lows: 

Section 240.15b-2 of Part 240 of 
Chapter n of Title 17 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 240.15b-2 Amendments to applica¬ 
tions. 

(a) If the information contained in 
any application for registration of a 
broker or dealer, or in any supplement or 
amendment thereto, is or becomes inac¬ 
curate or incomplete for any reason, such 
broker or dealer shall promptly file an 
amendment on Form BD correcting such 
information. 

(b) Every amendment filed pursuant 
to this section by a registered broker- 
dealer shall constitute a “report” within 
the meaning of sections 15(b), 17(a) and 
other applicable provisions of the Act. 

(Secs. 16(b), 17(a), 23(a). 49 Stat. 1377 as 
amended, 48 Stat. 897, 901, as amended. 15 
U.S.C. 78o, 78q, 78w) 

Section 249.501 of Part 249 of Chapter 
n of Title 17 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is revised as provided in 
copies thereof as revised September 15, 
1964. 

(Secs. 15(b), 17(a), 23(a), 49 Stat. 1377 as 
amended. 48 Stat. 897, 901, as amended, 15 
U.S.C. 78o, 78q, 78w) 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

September 10. 1964. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9346: Filed, Sept. 15. 1964; 

8:45 ajn.) 


Title 19-CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, De¬ 
partment of the Treasury 

[T. D. 56258] 

PART 16—LIQUIDATION OF DUTIES 

Sugar Content of Certain Articles 
From Australia 

The following information is published 
pursuant to T. D. 54582 dated April 29, 
1958 (23 F.R. 3034). 

The Treasury Department is in receipt 
of official information that the rates of 
bounties or grants paid or bestowed by 
the Australian Government within the 
meaning of section 303, Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1303), on the exportation 
during the first 6 months of 1964 of 
approved fruit products and other ap¬ 
proved products containing sugar are the 
amounts set forth in the following table: 

Merchandise—Approved Fruit Products 
and Other Approved Products 


Net amount of bounty 

1964: per 2,420 lbs. of sugar content 

January_AL 30. 0. 0 

February_ 30. 0. 0 

March- 30.0.0 

AprU- 30.0.0 

May.. 30. 0. 0 

June -_ 30. 0.0 
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The net amounts of bounties or grants 
on the above-described commodities 
which are manufactured or produced in 
Australia are hereby ascertained, de¬ 
termined, and declared to be the 
amounts set forth in the above table. 
Collectors of customs shall assess and 
collect additional duties on the above- 
described commodities, except those 
commodities covered by T.D. 55716, 
whether imported directly or indirectly 
from that country, equal to the appropri¬ 
ate net amount of the bounty shown in 
the above table. 

The listing in § 16.24(f) of the Treas¬ 
ury decisions which publish the monthly 
rates of bounties or grants paid or be¬ 
stowed by the Australian Government 
within the meaning of section 303 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1303) on 
the exportation of approved fruit prod¬ 
ucts and other approved products con¬ 
taining sugar applies only to exporta¬ 
tions made during the month to which 
the rate is applicable. It has been de¬ 
termined that the retention of the ref¬ 
erences to such Treasury decisions for 
a longer period than 1 year serves no 
real need. Rates applicable to earlier 
periods can be found in the Treasury 
Decisions in which they were published. 
References to such Treasury decisions 
will be furnished by the Bureau of Cus¬ 
toms if requested. 

In accordance with the foregoing, the 
table in § 16.24(f) of the Customs Regu¬ 
lations is amended by inserting after the 
last line under “Australia—Sugar con¬ 
tent of certain articles” the number of 
this Treasury Decision in the column 
headed “Treasury Decision” and the 
words “New Rates” in the column headed 
“Action" and by deleting therefrom, 
under “Australia—Sugar content of cer¬ 
tain articles,” the following numbers ap¬ 
pearing in the column headed “Treasury 
Decision”: 54719, 54779, 54881, 55056, 
55175, 55307, 55430, 55557, 55664, 55835, 
and 55959. In addition, the words “New 
Rates” appearing in the column headed 
“Action,” opposite each of such deleted 
numbers are also deleted. 

(R.S. 251, secs. 303, 624, 46 Stat. 687, 759; 19 
U.S.C. 66, 1303,1624) 

Fseal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: September 9,1964. 

James Pomeroy Hendrick, 

Acting Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

I PR. Doc. 64-9394; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.J 


Title 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Chapter II—Agency for International 
Development, Department of State 

[A.I.D. Reg. 1] 

PART 201—RULES AND PROCEDURES 
APPLICABLE TO COMMODITY 
TRANSACTIONS FINANCED BY 
A.I.D. 

Correction 

In F.R. Doc. 9240 appearing as a Part 
n issue for Saturday, September 12,1964, 


at page 12896, following § 201.01 (u) and 
preceding the undesignated paragraph a 
section heading should be inserted read¬ 
ing as follows: 

§ 201.02 Scope. 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter I—Office of the Secretary of 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTER M—MISCELLANEOUS 

PART 270—EMPLOYEE-MANAGE¬ 
MENT COOPERATION 

The following revision of Part 270 was 
approved by the Deputy Secretary of De¬ 
fense on August 18, 1964. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Administrative Secretary. 

Sec. 

270.1 Purpose. 

270.2 Applicability. 

270.3 Definitions. 

270.4 General policy. 

270.5 Standards for official recognition of 

employee organizations. 

270.6 Determining the appropriateness of 

units. 

270.7 Action of unit proposals for exclu¬ 

sive recognition. 

270.8 Requests for nomination of arbi¬ 

trators. 

270.9 Rules for determining the timeliness 

of requests for establishment of 
units or for determination of ex¬ 
clusive status. 

270.10 Consultation and negotiation with 

employee organizations. 

270.11 Implementation. 

Authority : The provisions of this Part 270 
Issued under E.O. 10988 (3 CFR, 1962 Supp., 
p. 130). 

§ 270.1 Purpose. 

The purpose of this part is to recog¬ 
nize and define the role of employee or¬ 
ganizations and to promote effective, 
equitable, and uniform implementation 
within the Department of Defense of the 
policies, rights, and responsibilities pre¬ 
scribed in Executive Order 10988 (3 CFR, 
1962 Supp., p. 130). 

§ 270.2 Applicability. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 

(b) of this section, this part and Execu¬ 
tive Order 10988 are applicable to all 
components of the Department of De¬ 
fense (Military Departments, DoD Agen¬ 
cies, and the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense) referred to in this part as 
“DoD Components.” 

(b) Pursuant to section 16 of Execu¬ 
tive Order 10988 it is determined that 
the provisions of this part and Executive 
Order 10988, except section 14 thereof, 
shall not apply: 

(1) To the National Security Agency, 
the Defense Intelligence Agency, or any 
organization within a Military Depart¬ 
ment which primarily performs intelli¬ 
gence, investigative, or security func¬ 
tions, except to the extent that the Di¬ 
rector of the Agency or the Secretary of 
the Military Department may determine 
such provisions can be applied in a man¬ 
ner consistent with national security re¬ 
quirements and considerations; or, 

(2) To any employee organization 
composed predominately of non-U.S. 


citizen employees located at an installa¬ 
tion or activity of the Department o i 
Defense which is outside the United 
States, except as may otherwise be au¬ 
thorized by the Secretary of the Army 
with respect to the Canal Zone. Rela¬ 
tionships with such organizations of 
non-U.S. citizen employees will be con¬ 
sistent with pertinent intergovernmental 
agreements and local practices and cus¬ 
toms. 

§ 270.3 Definitions. 

For the purpose of this part, the terms 
listed below are defined as follows: 

(a) Employee organization. Any law¬ 
ful association, labor organization, fed¬ 
eration, council, or brotherhood having 
as a primary purpose the improvement 
of working conditions among Federal 
employees; and any craft, trade or in¬ 
dustrial union whose membership In¬ 
cludes or is open to both Federal 
employees and employees of private or¬ 
ganizations. This shall not include any 
organization (1) which asserts the right 
to strike against the Government of the 
United States or any agency thereof, or 
to assist or participate in any such 
strike, or which imposes a duty or obli¬ 
gation to conduct, assist, or participate 
in any such strike, or (2) which advo¬ 
cates the overthrow of the constitutional 
form of Government in the United 
States, or (3) which discriminates with 
regard to the terms or conditions of 
membership because of race, color, creed, 
or national origin. 

(b) Employee organization represent¬ 
ative. An official of an employee organi¬ 
zation, or any other person specfically 
designated by an employee organization 
to represent the organization in deal¬ 
ings with management, irrespective of 
whether the official or representative so 
designated is an employee of the Federal 
Government. 

(c) Managerial executive. An individ¬ 
ual who makes or responsibly recom¬ 
mends management policies or who 
directs or manages a program, activity, 
or major function of the Department of 
Defense, and his principal subordinates 
having significant supervisory responsi¬ 
bilities of a managerial nature. 

(d) Professional employee. Any em¬ 
ployee whose duties are to perform ad¬ 
visory, administrative or research work 
which (1) is based on an understanding 
and application of, as opposed to mere 
application of, the established principles 
of a science or other field of knowledge 
which is generally recognized as con¬ 
ferring professional standing on a person 
engaged in such work; (2) requires 
knowledge in a field of science or learn¬ 
ing customarily acquired through study 
at a college or hospital as distinguished 
from a general education; and (3) if es¬ 
tablished as a position under the Classi¬ 
fication Act of 1949. as amended, is 
properly placed in one of the series oi 
that Act appropriate for such positions 
at a level of GS-5 or higher. 

(e) Unit. A grouping of employees 
found to be appropriate for purposes oi 
formal or exclusive recognition. 

(f) Regular working hours. The 
hours of the work day, including any re¬ 
quired or regularly scheduled overtime, 
during which an employee is required to 
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be at Ills work place. Lunch periods are 
not considered within regular working 

hours. 

<g) Grievance. Any alleged violation 
or difference of opinion as to the inter¬ 
pretation or application of personnel 
policies and practices or the application 
of any negotiated agreement or any law, 
rule or regulation governing civilian per¬ 
sonnel matters. 

<h) DoD Activity. An organizational 
entity within the Department of Defense 
to which responsibility for civilian per¬ 
sonnel management has been delegated 
by the appropriate DoD component. 

§270.4 General policy. 

(a) In the interest of the effective and 
efficient operation of the Department of 
Defense and of equitable treatment for 
employees, the Department recognizes 
the right of civilian employees to form, 
join and assist any employee organiza¬ 
tions. or to refrain from any such ac¬ 
tivity. and to exercise these rights freely 
and without fear of penalty or reprisal. 
Except as provided in paragraph (i) of 
this section, this right shall extend to 
participation in the management of the 
employee organization and to acting as 
an employee organization representative. 

<b> Informal, formal, or exclusive 
recognition will be granted upon request, 
to employee organizations meeting the 
criteria specified in this part and in Part 
269 of this chapter for such recognition. 
Recognition will be withdrawn at any 
time it is determined, after discussion 
with the national office, if any, of the 
employee organization involved, and 
compliance with Part 269 of this chapter 
and any other established procedures, 
that the organization fails to meet such 
criteria. Recognition of employee or¬ 
ganizations shall not preclude relation¬ 
ships of the character specified in sec¬ 
tion 3(c) of Executive Order 10988 with 
individual employees and organizations. 

fc) Advisory groups or councils of 
employees established in a DoD activity 
pursuant to regulations of a particular 
DoD component are not employee orga¬ 
nizations for purposes of Executive 
Order 10988 or this part. No such 
group or council will be organized for 
employees in any unit in which an em¬ 
ployee organization has been accorded 
exclusive or formal recognition, nor con¬ 
tinued for employees in any unit in 
which an employee organization has been 
accorded exclusive recognition or in 
which two or more employee organiza¬ 
tions have been accorded formal recog¬ 
nition. 

( d> Nothing in this part or in any 
agreements entered into under its pro¬ 
visions shall restrict the Department or 
its officials in situations of emergency 
from taking any actions necessary to 
carry out its mission. 

<e) Matters appropriate for consulta¬ 
tion or negotiation with recognized 
employee organizations shall include 
policies and practices affecting working 
conditions, including but not limited to 
such matters as safety, training, labor- 
management cooperation, employee 
services, methods of adjusting griev- 
a, ices, appeals, granting of leave, pro¬ 
motion plans, demotion practices, and 
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hours of work. No obligation exists to 
consult or negotiate with employee orga¬ 
nizations with respect to such areas of 
discretion and policy as the mission of 
the department, its budget, its organiza¬ 
tion and the assignment of its personnel, 
or the technology of performing its work. 
Conferences may be conducted with em¬ 
ployee organizations personally by the 
head of the DoD activity concerned or 
through duly designated officials. A 
climate of cooperation in consultation 
and toward reaching agreement in 
negotiation is a basic requirement to the 
success of the program. 

(f) Nothing in this part shall be con¬ 
sidered to imply that the existence of 
established department or agency per¬ 
sonnel policies or regulations on the mat¬ 
ters outlined in paragraph (e) of this 
section as appropriate subjects for con¬ 
sultation or negotiation precludes em¬ 
ployee organizations from presenting 
suggested changes or modifications in 
those policies or regulations to the De¬ 
partment officials responsible for them. 
A local unit of a national employee orga¬ 
nization will be expected to refer matters 
of department-wide policy to its national 
office for appropriate action. 

(g) In th* interests of efficient conduct 
of Government business and the eco¬ 
nomical use of Government time, and in 
order to draw a reasonable distinction 
between official and non-official activ¬ 
ities, those activities concerned with the 
internal management of employee orga¬ 
nizations or membership meetings, solic¬ 
itation of membership, collection of 
dues, campaigning for employee organi¬ 
zation officers, conduct of elections for 
employee organization offices, and dis¬ 
tribution of literature will be conducted 
outside of regular working hours. 

(h) Consultation and negotiation 
with employee organizations normally 
will be conducted during regular work¬ 
ing hours, with reasonable time being 
granted employee organization repre¬ 
sentatives without charge to leave, in 
connection with officially requested or 
approved consultations or meetings with 
management officials and for the pur¬ 
pose of drawing up requests or recom¬ 
mendations. However, when consider¬ 
able time is involved in negotiations, 
management officials may require that 
they be conducted on leave or during the 
non-duty hours of the employee organi¬ 
zation representatives involved. Repre¬ 
sentatives of employee organizations 
who are not employees may participate, 
by prior arrangement, in meetings with 
management officials and with employee 
organization officials for the purpose of 
preparing agenda items to be discussed 
with management. 

(i) (l) The following individuals may 
join any employee organization but, ex¬ 
cept to the extent permitted under sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph, may 
not hold office or participate in the 
management of any such organization 
granted formal or exclusive recognition: 

(i) Managerial executives; 

(ii) Employees engaged in personnel 
work in other than a purely clerical 
capacity; and, 

(iii) Employees whose assigned duties 
require that they represent the interests 


of the Department or one of its activities 
in consultations or negotiations with 
employee organizations. 

(2) The prohibition in subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph shall not apply to 
management officials serving as officers 
or representatives of organizations com¬ 
posed entirely of supervisors or other 
management officials. 

(3-) No employee shall carry on any 
activities as a member, officer, or agent 
of an employee organization which will 
conflict with the proper exercise of, or 
be incompatible with, his administrative 
responsibilities. In the event such a 
conflict or incompatibility arises, the 
individual concerned will be given a rea¬ 
sonable opportunity to correct the con¬ 
dition causing such conflict or incompat¬ 
ibility. 

(j) Representatives of employee orga¬ 
nizations will be afforded opportunities 
to solicit membership among employees. 
Such solicitation may be conducted in 
a DoD activity by employee organization 
representatives employed by the DoD ac¬ 
tivity, but not during the working hours 
of either the employee organization rep¬ 
resentatives or the employees being so¬ 
licited. Representatives of employee 
organizations who are not employees of 
the DoD activity may be granted per¬ 
mission to hold organization meetings 
for the purpose of soliciting membership 
or to confer with other employee orga¬ 
nization representatives outside working 
hours, subject to normal security regu¬ 
lations. 

(k) Department facilities will be made 
available wherever practicable, on an 
impartial and equitable basis, for meet¬ 
ings of employee organizations, outside 
regular working hours. 

(l) Subject to such regulations as may 
be issued by the responsible DoD com¬ 
ponent, employee organization notices or 
bulletins may be distributed in desig¬ 
nated areas in DoD activities. Litera¬ 
ture posted or distributed within a DoD 
activity, however, must not violate any 
law, the security of the DoD activity, or 
contain scurrilous or libelous material. 
Violation of standards concerning con¬ 
tent and distribution of literature will be 
grounds for revocation of this privilege. 

§ 270.5 Standards for official recogni¬ 
tion of employee organizations. 

(a) Formal recognition. (1) An em¬ 
ployee organization desiring formal rec¬ 
ognition shall be required, to the extent 
not already available in current form, 
to submit in writing to the head of the 
DoD activity in which it desires recog¬ 
nition, the following: 

(i) A specific statement of the pro¬ 
posed unit in which the organization 
desires to be recognized; 

(ii) Evidence satisfactory to the head 
of the DoD activity that the organiza¬ 
tion has a substantial and stable mem¬ 
bership of no less than 10 percentum of 
the employees in the unit; 

(iii) A copy of the organization's con¬ 
stitution and by-laws and a statement 
of objectives; 

(iv) A roster of the organization's 
officers and representatives; 

(v) A statement that the organization 
has no rule, procedure, or practice which 
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permits discrimination on the basis of 
race, creed, color or national origin; and 

(vi) Satisfactory proof of compl ance 
with the Standards of Conduct for Em¬ 
ployee Organizations, as required by Part 
269 of this chapter. 

(2) Any employee organization or or¬ 
ganizations within an appropriate unit 
which meet the above criteria will be 
granted formal recognition: Provided , 
That formal recognition shall not be 
granted to an organization with respect 
to employees in any unit in which an¬ 
other employee organization has been 
granted exclusive recognition. 

(3> An employee organization which 
applies for formal recognition but does 
not meet the above criteria will be noti¬ 
fied in writing of the reasons for denying 
its application and advised of its right 
to appeal this decision in writing. Pro¬ 
cedures will be established for review of 
decisions denying formal recognition by 
at least one command echelon above the 
head of the DoD activity in which the 
decision was made. 

(4) Formal recognition will be with¬ 
drawn from an organization with respect 
to employees in any unit in which an¬ 
other organization wins exclusive 
recognition. 

(5) Upon written request by the head 
of the organization formal recognition 
on a national basis may be given by the 
head of a DoD component to an employee 
organization when he determines that, 
within the component for which he is 
responsible, the employee organization 
has a sufficient number of local organi¬ 
zations or a sufficient total membership 
to warrant such recognition. 

(b) Exclusive recognition . (1) An 
employee organization or council of em¬ 
ployee organizations desiring exclusive 
recognition shall submit in writing to 
the head of the DoD activity in which 
it desires exclusive recognition, the in¬ 
formation required in paragraph (a)(1) 
of this section. In addition, the organi¬ 
zation will be required to furnish evi¬ 
dence that a majority of the eligible 
employees in an appropriate unit either 
belong to the organization or have in¬ 
dicated in writing that they desire to be 
represented by the organization. 

(2) Final determination of the ma¬ 
jority status of employee organizations 
is a responsibility of management officials 
of the DoD component involved. An 
election shall be held when otherwise 
satisfactory evidence of majority status 
is not available. 

(3) When an organization claiming 
majority support does not have adequate 
evidence of majority status, but can pro¬ 
vide satisfactory evidence that 30 percent 
or more of the employees in an appro¬ 
priate unit belong to the organization or 
have indicated in writing their desire to 
be represented by the organization, an 
election will be held in such unit on the 
request of the employee organization 
seeking exclusive recognition. 

(i) In the event two or more employee 
organizations seek exclusive recognition 
for the same unit, the representation 
rights shall be determined by an election 
provided that one such organization is 
able to show at least support of 30 per¬ 
cent or more of the employees in such 


unit; any other organization eligible for 
formal recognition in such unit shall be 
entitled to a place on the ballot. 

(ii) When an election is to be held 
employee organizations known to have 
a substantial interest in representing the 
employees in the unit will be notified so 
that they may. if qualified, obtain a place 
on the ballot. 

(4) An employee organization will be 
granted exclusive recognition as the re¬ 
sult of an election in an appropriate unit 
when: 

(i) It is designated by a majority of 
the employees in the unit eligible to vote 
in such election as the representative of 
such employees; or 

(ii) It is designated by a majority of 
the employees voting in such election as 
the representative of such employees, and 
the number of employees voting is not 
less than sixty percent of the employees 
in the unit eligible and available to vote 
in the election. An employee will be 
considered available to vote if he is on 
duty at the work site or, in accordance 
with procedures established for conduct 
of the election, has been provided with 
a mail ballot or votes in person. 

(5) One run-off election between the 
two choices receiving the largest number 
of valid votes in an initial election will be 
held when: 

(i) The number of employees voting in 
the initial election met the requirements 
of subparagraph (4) (ii) of this para¬ 
graph ; 

(ii) Two or more employee organiza¬ 
tions appeared on the ballot, which to¬ 
gether received a majority of the votes 
cast; and, 

(iii) No one of the choices on the ballot 
received a majority of the votes cast. 

An election which is conducted in order 
to resolve a dispute over the results of a 
previous, mutually agreed-upon effort to 
determine majority status by means 
other than an election, such as authori¬ 
zation card or membership count, will be 
deemed to be a run-off election and not 
an initial election for purposes of this 
§ 270.5(b) (5). 

(6) Subject to applicable regulations, 
procedures for the conduct of elections 
will be established by mutual agreement 
between the appropriate management 
official and the eligible employee organi¬ 
zation or organizations seeking exclusive 
recognition. Such procedures will con¬ 
form with the Department of Labor’s 
Procedural Guide for Majority Status 
Determinations Under Section 11 of Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 10988. In the event of a 
dispute as to the manner of conducting 
the election, or as to the outcome of an 
election, either the DoD component con¬ 
cerned or the eligible employee organiza¬ 
tion or organizations seeking exclusive 
recognition may request an advisory 
arbitral decision in the manner pre¬ 
scribed in § 270.8. 

<c) Informal recognition . (1) An 
employee organization not entitled to 
exclusive or formal recognition shall be 
accorded informal recognition as repre¬ 
sentative of its member employees with¬ 
out regard to whether any other em¬ 
ployee organization has been accorded 
formal or exclusive recognition as repre¬ 


sentative of some or all employees in any 
unit. 

(2) Employee organizations requesting 
Informal recognition shall submit to the 
head of the DoD activity concerned t he 
information required in paragraph (a) 
(1) (iii), (iv). (v), and (vi) of this sec¬ 
tion, to the extent not already available 
in current form. 

§ 270.6 Determining the appropriate¬ 
ness of units. 

(a) Responsibility. Final determina¬ 
tion of the appropriateness of a unit for 
purposes of formal or exclusive recogni¬ 
tion is the responsibility of the head of 
the DoD component involved, or his des¬ 
ignee for this purpose. Employee or¬ 
ganizations not satisfied with decisions 
made below the level of the head of the 
DoD component may appeal to the head 
of the component, or to his designee for 
this purpose. 

(b) General. A unit may be estab¬ 
lished on any plant or installation, craft, 
functional, or other basis which will en¬ 
sure a clear and identifiable community 
of interest among the employees con¬ 
cerned and, for purposes of exclusive 
recognition, will conform to section 6(a) 
of Executive Order 10988. Determina¬ 
tion as to the appropriateness of a par¬ 
ticular unit will be made on the basis of 
a properly supported request from an 
employee organization seeking formal or 
exclusive recognition. No particular type 
of unit may be preferred or predeter¬ 
mined by management officials; nor can 
there be any arbitrary limit upon the 
number of appropriate units any DoD 
activity may comprise. 

(c) Criteria for determination of units. 
(1) Determination as to the existence 
of a clear and identifiable community of 
interest, sufficient to warrant recogni¬ 
tion of the employees concerned as con¬ 
stituting an appropriate unit, is neces¬ 
sarily a flexible one and must be made 
in light of specific circumstances. In 
making unit determinations, factors such 
as supervision, skills, duties, working 
conditions, place of work, organizational 
structure, similarity of skills, distinc¬ 
tiveness of functions performed, and 
the existence of integrated work proc¬ 
esses will be considered. 

(i) Organization . In determining the 
organizational scope of a unit, considera¬ 
tion will be given to the common em¬ 
ployment interest of the employees in 
an organizational unit. 

(ii) Similarity of skills. Craft units 
normally will consist of a homogeneous 
group of skilled journeymen craftsmen 
with basically the same type of training 
and experience working together with 
their apprentices or helpers. Among 
factors to be considered in determining 
the appropriateness of a craft unit are 
separate supervision and the inclusion 
of all such craftsmen working in the 
installation. Either single craft units 
comprised of workers with basically the 
same training, or multicraft units, or 
councils, thereof, in which there are a 
variety of crafts involved may be estab¬ 
lished. 

(iii) Distinctiveness of function. Em¬ 
ployees with dissimilar skills may have 
a community of interest as parts of a 
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homogeneous group, such as employees 
engaged in base maintenance and/or 
production, which may form the basis 
for an appropriate unit. 

(iv) Integrated work process . Al¬ 
though functionally distinct organiza¬ 
tional units exist, the existence of an 
integrated work process may make a 
large single unit appropriate, not a num¬ 
ber of separate units. An integrated 
work process normally exists where there 
is a continuous flow of work from one 
organizational unit to another. 

(2) Although no unit shall be estab¬ 
lished solely on the basis of the extent to 
which employees in a proposed unit have 
organized, membership in an employee 
organization may be considered as one 
factor in evaluating the community of 
interest of employees in a proposed unit. 
When it is determined that a clear and 
identifiable community of interest exists 
among the employees in a proposed unit, 
the fact that the employees may also 
fall within another unit which would be 
appropriate will not suffice to support a 
determination that the unit is inappro¬ 
priate in the absence of other facts. A 
comprehensive determination consider¬ 
ing all of the preceding criteria must be 
made by the responsible official to assure 
that the unit is appropriate. The ques¬ 
tion is not which is the more or most ap¬ 
propriate unit—it is simply whether or 
not the unit proposed is an appropriate 
one. 

§ 270.7 Action of unit proposals for ex¬ 
clusive recognition. 

(a> Informal discussions. Employee 
organization officials are encouraged to 
discuss informally with appropriate DoD 
officials contemplated proposals for the 
establishment of units for purposes of 
exclusive recognition, before such pro¬ 
posals are submitted in writing. DoD 
officials will participate in such discus¬ 
sions at the request of employee orga¬ 
nizations and will also confer informally 
with any other employee organizations 
known to have an interest in the pro¬ 
posal. 

<b> Submission of written proposals. 
Proposals lor the establishment of ap¬ 
propriate units for exclusive recognition 
purposes will be submitted in writing and 
comply the requirements of 
b 0.5(b). Decisions on such proposals 
must be made without undue delay, since 
no election is to be scheduled or held 
lor the purpose of determining eligibil¬ 
ity for exclusive recognition nor will ex¬ 
clusive recognition be accorded an em¬ 
ployee organization on any other basis 
until the decision on the unit is finalized. 
? n consi dering proposals for the estab¬ 
lishment of units the views of all inter¬ 
ested employee organizations will be 
taken into account. 

|c) Notice to employee organizations. 
q .!H an empl °yee organization submits 

written request for exclusive recogni¬ 
tion in a unit which it proposes as ap- 
taken*^ tlie *°^ 0W * n S actions will be 

^ 1) All employee organizations having 
received or known to be seeking recogni- 
t;? n J in * orma1, * orm al, or exclusive) In 
the DoD activity will be notified, in writ¬ 
ing, of the proposal and advised that 


they have 15 calendar days after the 
date of the notice in which to register 
with the head of the DoD activity any 
views as to the proposed unit. Each 
such organization will be further ad¬ 
vised that, if it proposes the establish¬ 
ment of a unit which differs from the 
unit originally proposed but which in¬ 
cludes a portion of that unit, it will be 
expected to comply with the require¬ 
ments of § 270.5(b) with respect to rep¬ 
resentation of employees in the unit 
which it proposes. 

(2) On the same date of the notices 
required by subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph, notice of the proposed unit 
will be posted on appropriate bulletin 
boards, in the DoD activity, together 
with a statement of the time limit <15 
days after the date of posting) within 
which views or other specific unit pro¬ 
posals by employee organizations must 
be submitted to the head of the DoD 
activity. 

<d) Decision of DoD activity head. 
As promptly as possible, but not later 
than 30 calendar days after expiration of 
the 15-day time limit specified in para¬ 
graph (c) (1) and (2) of this section, 
the head of the DoD activity will make 
his decision as to the appropriateness 
of the proposed unit or units, giving 
consideration to views expressed by all 
employee organizations which have com¬ 
mented. To the fullest practicable ex¬ 
tent, informal discussions will be held 
with those employee organizations which 
proposed the establishment of units and 
complied with the requirements of 
5 270.5(b). That decision and the rea¬ 
sons therefore will be communicated in 
writing, in duplicate, to the head of each 
employee organization which com¬ 
mented. Each organization which pro¬ 
posed the establishment of a unit and 
complied with the requirements of 
§ 270.5(b) will, if the decision differs 
from its proposal, be notified that it has 
15 calendar days after the date of such 
notification to appeal to the head of 
the appropriate DoD component. 

<e) Appeals. (1) An employee orga¬ 
nization which has proposed a unit for 
exclusive recognition purposes which 
complied with the requirements of this 
part and which has not received advice 
from the head of the DoD activity after 
the expiration of 45 days following the 
date of the posting of the notice required 
by paragraph (c) (2) of this section, may 
assume that the decision of the head of 
the DoD activity is contrary to its pro¬ 
posal and appeal as provided in sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph 

(2) Appeals from unit determinations 
made by the head of a DoD activity will 
be in writing, will be addressed to the 
head of the appropriate DoD component, 
will contain a statement of the reasons 
for disagreeing with the unit determin¬ 
ation (except in those cases where the 
appeal is pursuant to subparagraph (1) 
of this paragraph), will be accompanied 
by any documents relied upon by the 
organization to support its position, and 
will be signed by the head of the appeal¬ 
ing organization. In the interest of 
conserving time, such appeals should be 
filed with the head of the DoD activity 
whose determination is being appealed. 


The head of the DoD activity will attach 
all pertinent documents required to sup¬ 
port his determination or to explain his 
failure to act and he and all intermediate 
officials through whom such appeals 
must pass will assure that they are for¬ 
warded without delay to the head of the 
DoD component, or to the official desig¬ 
nated by him to handle such matters. 

(f) Decision by head of DoD com¬ 
ponent. The decision of the head of a 
DoD component on an appeal from a 
unit determination will be made within 
15 calendar days from the date the 
appeal is filed and will be communicated 
in writing to the head of the employee 
organization involved. When the de¬ 
cision has not been received after the 
expiration of this period the employee 
organization may assume that the de¬ 
cision is contrary to its proposal. 

<g) Addition to time limits. When¬ 
ever a party has the right or is required 
to do some act or take some other pro¬ 
ceedings under this section within a 
prescribed time period and the notice or 
other paper to that effect is sent by mail, 
three days from the date of mailing shall 
be added to the prescribed time period. 

§ 270.8 Requests for nomination of 
arbitrators. 

(a) Section 11 of Executive Order 
10988 provides for the nomination by the 
Secretary of Labor, upon the request of 
an agency or an employee organization, 
of arbitrators to investigate the facts and 
render advisory decisions to agency heads 
on the appropriateness of proposed units 
for purposes of exclusive recognition and 
on majority representation questions. 
Nomination of such arbitrators is gov¬ 
erned by rules of the Secretary of Labor 
(29 CFR Part 25). 

(b) Requests on behalf of any DoD 
component for the nomination of arbi¬ 
trators will be made by the head of the 
DoD component concerned, or by the 
official designated by him for this pur¬ 
pose. Such requests will be made on 
forms prescribed by the Secretary of 
Labor and will co mply with all the re¬ 
quirements of 29 CFR Part 25. Joint 
requests with employee organizations 
are encouraged. 

§ 270.9 Rules fur determining the time* 

Iiness of requests for establishment 
of units or for determination of ex¬ 
clusive status. 

(a) A request for the establishment 6f 
a unit will be considered untimely if: 

(1) It proposes the establishment of a 
unit which involves a unit or subdivision 
thereof with respect to which a DoD com¬ 
ponent has within the preceding 12 
months made a final unit determination 
following a proceeding under section 11 
of Executive Order 10988; 

(2) It proposes the establishment of a 
unit which involves a unit or subdivision 
thereof with respect to which a DoD com¬ 
ponent has within the preceding 12 
months made a final unit determination, 
and the proposal is submitted by an em¬ 
ployee organization which sought ex¬ 
clusive recognition in the process result¬ 
ing in such final unit determination but 
failed to file a timely request for arbi¬ 
tration under 29 CFR Part 25; 
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(3) It proposes the establishment of 
a unit which involves a unit or sub¬ 
division thereof with respect to which a 
DoD component has within the preceding 
12 months, by election or otherwise, made 
a determination of exclusive status; or, 

(4) It proposes the establishment of a 
unit which involves a unit or subdivision 
thereof with respect to which a signed 
agreement with an employee organiza¬ 
tion is in effect or awaiting approval at 
a higher management level, and the pro¬ 
posal is submitted more than 90 days or 
less than 60 days before the terminal 
date of such agreement. In any case in 
which, more than 60 days before its 
terminal date, an agreement has been 
extended, the 90 and 60 days periods 
shall be computed on the basis of the 
terminal date in effect prior to the 
extension. 

(b) The majority status of an em¬ 
ployee organization accorded exclusive 
recognition will, except for findings of 
violations of the Standards of Conduct or 
the Code of Pair Labor Practices pur¬ 
suant to Part 269 of this chapter or in 
the case of unusual circumstances of the 
nature described in paragraph (c) of this 
section, be subject to challenge by a 
DoD component or by another employee 
organization only; 

(1) After the lapse of 12 months from 
the date exclusive recognition was ac¬ 
corded. when no negotiated agreement 
was entered into; or, 

(2) During the time periods specified 
in paragraph (a)(4) of this section when 
a negotiated agreement is in effect. 

(c) Unusual circumstances will in¬ 
clude reorganizations and other changes 
in organizational structure which result 
in major changes in the unit for which 
exclusive recognition was accorded and 
any other situations which substantially 
affect such unit or the status of the em¬ 
ployee organization accorded exclusive 
recognition. In such circumstances ac¬ 
tion may be initiated by the DoD compo¬ 
nent concerned or by another employee 
organization for reconsideration of the 
designation of majority representation 
or of the scope of the unit, without re¬ 
gard to the time limits specified in this 
section. However, when management 
officials have information which indi¬ 
cates that unusual circumstances of the 
nature referred to above may affect the 
majority representation status of an em¬ 
ployee organization they will, as 
promptly as practicable, make such in¬ 
formation known to officials of the or¬ 
ganization. Also, before effecting any 
change in the majority representation 
status of an employee organization pur¬ 
suant to this subsection, management 
officials will discuss the proposed change 
in status and the reasons therefor with 
officials of the affected organization. 

(d) Requests for the establishment of 
units or for reconsideration of majority 
status which do not comply with the 
provisions of this section will be con¬ 
sidered untimely and will be denied. 

§ 270.10 Consultation and negotiation 
with employee organizations. 

(a) Organizations granted informal 
recognition. An employee organization 
granted informal recognition shall be 
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permitted to present to appropriate of¬ 
ficials its views on matters of concern to 
its members, to the extent consistent 
with the efficient conduct of the Depart¬ 
ment's business and, subject to the right 
of organizations granted exclusive rec¬ 
ognition, such officials may consult with 
representatives of organizations granted 
informal recognition on such matters 
as they consider appropriate. 

(b) Organizations granted formal rec¬ 
ognition. (1) An employee organization 
granted formal recognition shall be con¬ 
sulted from time to time in the formula¬ 
tion and implementation of personnel 
policies of the nature described in § 270.4 

(e), that are of concern to its members. 
A formally recognized organization shall 
have the right to raise such matters for 
discussion and to present its views orally 
or in writing. 

(2) The views of employee organiza¬ 
tions granted formal recognition will be 
considered in the formulation and im¬ 
plementation of personnel policies and 
practices. Such organizations shall have 
the right from time to time to raise for 
discussion matters concerning personnel 
policies, practices, and working condi¬ 
tions that are of concern to their mem¬ 
bers, and at all times to present their 
views thereon In writing. However, such 
organizations do not have the right to 
negotiate such matters or to enter into 
negotiated agreements. Normally, deci¬ 
sions reached by management officials 
as a result of consultation with such or¬ 
ganizations will be communicated in 
writing to such organizations. 

(3) Decisions made by the head of a 
DoD activity on matters of concern to 
employee organizations granted formal 
recognition may be appealed in accord¬ 
ance with applicable regulations to the 
head of the DoD component concerned, 
or to his designee for this purpose. 

(c) Organizations granted exclusive 
recognition —(1) Rights and obligations. 
An employee organization granted ex¬ 
clusive recognition in an appropriate 
unit shall have the rights and obligations 
granted such organizations by section 6 
(b) of Executive Order 10988. 

(2) Negotiated agreements, (i) An 
initial, basic agreement negotiated with 
an employee organization granted exclu¬ 
sive recognition will contain as a 
minimum. / 

(a) A definition of the specific unit 
for which exclusive recognition is 
granted; 

(5) A statement of the mutual rights 
and obligations of the employee organi¬ 
zation and management officials; and, 

(c) A statement expressly incorporat¬ 
ing the application of section 7 of Execu¬ 
tive Order 10988 to all agreements be¬ 
tween the DoD activity and the employee 
organization. 

(ii) All basic agreements and supple¬ 
ments thereto will be subject to prior 
approval by the head of the DoD com¬ 
ponent involved, or by an official desig¬ 
nated by him for this purpose, and 
the effective date of the agreement or 
supplement will be the date of such 
approval. However, any such agreement 
or supplement will be signed by both 
parties at the activity level before being 
transmitted for approval of the head of 
the DoD component. 


(iii) All agreements will relate only to 
matters within the discretion of the head 
of the DoD activity involved, will not 
be contrary to policy established by a 
higher echelon, and will be applicable 
only to the unit for which negotiated. 
When the head of a DoD activity does 
not participate personally in the nego¬ 
tiations, he will arrange for the full 
range of his authority on negotiable 
matters to be exercised. 

<iv) The duration of agreements will 
be a negotiable item; however no agree¬ 
ment will exceed two years in duration. 
Extension or renegotiation of agreements 
shall be subject to challenge as provided 
in $ 270.9. 

(v) Copies of negotiated agreements 
and supplements thereto will be posted 
on appropriate bulletin boards at the 
DoD activity. 

(vi) Decisions made by the head of 
a DoD activity on matters of concern to 
an employee organization granted ex¬ 
clusive recognition in an appropriate 
unit may be appealed, in accordance 
with applicable regulations, to the head 
of the DoD component concerned, or to 
his designee for this purpose. 

(3) Efforts to achieve agreements. It 
shall be the mutual responsibility of 
management and employee organization 
officials to negotiate in good faith with 
the objective of reaching agreement by 
diligent and serious exchange of infor¬ 
mation and views, and by avoiding 
unnecessarily protracted negotiations. 
It is recognized that deadlocks in nego¬ 
tiation may develop on some issues even 
though the best of faith is exercised on 
both sides. Every effort must be made 
to resolve such deadlocks and to achieve 
agreement. These shall include pain¬ 
staking reappraisal of positions by the 
management officials conducting the 
negotiations. Informal discussions at 
higher echelons both within the DoD 
component and the employee organiza¬ 
tion involved and use of a third party 
from within or outside the DoD for de¬ 
velopment of facts and for mediation 
may also be utilized. 

(4) Negotiation of grievance proce¬ 
dure. (i) The manner in which griev¬ 
ances will be considered and decided 
within a unit where an employee orga¬ 
nization has been granted exclusive rec¬ 
ognition is a negotiable matter, subject 
to the provisions of section 8 of Executive 
Order 10988 and regulations of the DoD 
component involved. An employee filing 
a grievance may not use both such special 
negotiated procedures and the general 
grievance procedure of the DoD com¬ 
ponent involved, but must elect one. 

(ii) An employee may handle his own 
grievance and select his own representa¬ 
tive. However, an employee organiza¬ 
tion granted exclusive recognition shall 
be given the opportunity to be repre¬ 
sented at discussions between manage¬ 
ment and employees or employee repre¬ 
sentatives concerning formal grievances, 
and at the appropriate time to make the 
views of Its organization known. The 
right of employee representatives to be 
present during discussions of grievances 
shall be subject to necessary require¬ 
ments as to security and confidentiality 
of information. This right to be present 
does not extend to informal discussions 






Wednesday, September 16, 1961 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


12967 


of personal problems between an em¬ 
ployee and supervisory officials, when the 
employee does not desire the presence of 
the employee organization representa¬ 
tive. However, if such discussions in¬ 
volve decisions on personnel policies or 
other matters which management is 
obligated to discuss or negotiate with an 
employee organization designated as ex¬ 
clusive representative, such decisions will 
not be made by management until this 
obligation is discharged, and such deci¬ 
sions will not conflict with existing agree¬ 
ments with the exclusively recognized 
employee organization. 

(iii) When an agreement is made for 
advisory arbitration of grievances, the 
agreement will include: (a) procedures 
for selection of arbitrators; and (b) pro¬ 
vision for equal sharing of costs between 
the Department and the employee or¬ 
ganization involved. Arbitrator's fees, 
including any necessary per diem and 
travel expenses, will be determined in 
accordance with the provisions of 29 
CFR 25.7. 

§ 270.11 Implementation. 

Provision will be made by the heads 
of DoD components to assure that all 
employees in their respective components 
are apprised of the rights provided in this 
part and Executive Order 10988 and that 
no interference, restraint, coercion or 
discrimination is practiced to encourage 
or discourage membership in any em¬ 
ployee organization. Provision also will 
be made for the thorough instruction of 
management and supervisory personnel 
in their rights and responsibilities under 
this part. 

lPJEt. Doc. 64-9383; Piled, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:48 ajn.) 


Title 42—PUBLIC HEALTH 

Chapter I—Public Health Service, De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and 

Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER D—GRANTS 

PART 56—GRANTS FOR AIR POLLU¬ 
TION CONTROL PROGRAMS 

Notice of proposed rule making, public 
rule making procedures and postpone¬ 
ment of effective date have been omitted 
hi the issuance of the following revision 
of Part 56 which relates solely to grants 
jor programs for the prevention and con¬ 
trol of air pollution. 

These grants provide Federal financial 
assistance subject to the requirements of 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
approved July 2. 1964 (78 Stat. 252; PX. 
38-352). Section 601 of that Act pro¬ 
vides that no person in the United States 
shall, on the ground of race, color, or 
national origin be excluded from partici¬ 
pation in, be denied the benefits of, or be 
subjected to discrimination under any 
Program or activity receiving Federal 
financial assistance. Therefore grants 
made pursuant to the regulations set 
lorth below are subject to this provision 
ana to such applicable rules, regulations 
or orders as may hereafter be issued with 
Iff ?P proval of the President to effectu¬ 
ate the provisions of said section 601. 


Effective on the date of publication of 
these regulations in the Federal Regis- 
~ ter, Part 56 is revised to read as follows: 
Sec. 

56.1 Applicability. 

56.2 Definitions. 

56.3 Funds available for grants. 

56.4 Workable program. 

56.5 Applications for grants. 

56.6 Grant limitations. 

56.7 Grant conditions. 

56.8 Approval of projects; essential ele¬ 

ments of an air pollution control 
program. 

56.9 Approval of projects; Federal financial 

aid; priority. 

56.10 Grant awards. 

56.11 Supplemental and continuation 

awards. 

56.12 Payments. 

56.13 Other conditions. 

66.14 Termination of grant award. 

56.15 Termination date; final accounting. 

56.16 Accounting for grant payments. 

66.17 Accounting for equipment, materials 

and supplies. 

56.18 Final settlement. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 56 
Issued under sec. 8, 77 Stat. 400, 42 U.S.C. 
1857g. Interpret or apply sections 4, 8.10 and 
11. 77 Stat. 395. 400, 401; 42 U.S.C. 1857c, 
1857g, 18571,1857J. 

§ 56.1 Applicability. 

The provisions of this part apply to 
grants for the support of air pollution 
control programs as authorized by sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Act. 

§ 56.2 Definitions. 

As used in this part, all terms not de¬ 
fined herein shall have the meaning 
given them in the Act. 

(a) “Act" means the Clean Air Act 
(PJL. 88-206, 77 Stat. 392, 42 UJS.C. 1857 
et seq.). 

(b) “Air pollution control program” 
means a program for the prevention and 
control of air pollution. 

(c) “Applicant” means any air pollu¬ 
tion control agency which files an appli¬ 
cation for a grant of Federal funds under 
section 4 of the Act. 

(d) “Project” means a proposed 
undertaking to develop, establish or im¬ 
prove an air pollution control program 
with respect to which a grant of Federal 
funds is requested. 

<e) “Project period” means the period 
of time which the Surgeon General finds 
is reasonably required to carry out a 
project meriting support by grants under 
section 4 of the Act. 

(f) “Surgeon General” means the 
Surgeon General of the Public Health 
Service. 

(g) “Workable program” means a 
comprehensive statement of objectives 
for the prevention and control of air 
pollution and of the current and pro¬ 
posed measures to achieve these objec¬ 
tives which meets the criteria of § 56.4. 

§ 56.3 Funds available for grants. 

(a) As soon as practicable after funds 
appropriated for the purposes of the 
Act become available in any fiscal year, 
the Surgeon General shall determine, 
and may thereafter redetermine, the 
amount of funds which will be available 
during such fiscal year for grants under 
section 4 of the Act for the support of 
air pollution control programs: Pro¬ 


vided, That, such amount shall not 
exceed 20 percent of the funds so appro¬ 
priated. 

(b) The Surgeon General may, from 
time to time, and for such periods of 
time as he may prescribe, reserve a por¬ 
tion or portions of the funds so deter¬ 
mined for grants to categories of air 
pollution control agencies, or to cate¬ 
gories of applications for grants, or both. 

§ 56.4 Workable program. 

(a) An applicant for a grant for the 
establishment or improvement of its air 
pollution control program shall prior to, 
or together with, its application submit 
a Workable Program which shall include: 

(1) A description of the applicant’s 
legal authority and responsibility for 
the administration of the air pollution 
control program which must, as a mini¬ 
mum, meet the criteria of § 56.8(a); 

(2) A description of the applicant's 
administrative organization, procedures, 
facilities, financial and other resources, 
and staff, together with plans for 
changes or development, including addi¬ 
tional staffing, necessary to carry out 
the Workable Program efficiently and 
effectively: 

(3) A description of the nature, effects 
and extent of the actual and potential 
air pollution problems, including an 
identification of the major sources of air 
pollution, the area and population af¬ 
fected, and the methods used in deter¬ 
mining the nature, effect and extent of 
the air pollution problem; 

(4) The overall air pollution control 
program objectives (including immedi¬ 
ate and long-range objectives) which 
must be appropriate to the solution of 
the air pollution problems identified in 
subparagraph (3) of this paragraph; 

(5) A description of a comprehensive 
program for the prevention and control 
of air pollution which must include 
specific measures taken or intended to 
be taken to accomplish the identified ob¬ 
jectives, and a schedule of their accom¬ 
plishment; 

(6) To the extent that air pollution 
originating outside the applicant’s juris¬ 
diction is involved, a description of the 
action which has been taken or is pro¬ 
posed to be taken for the development 
or establishment of a regional air pollu¬ 
tion control program; 

(7) A certification by the head of the 
applicant agency that the Workable 
Program has been officially adopted by 
the applicant. 

(b) The grantee shall keep its Work¬ 
able Program current, and shall from 
time to time revise and amend its Work¬ 
able Program as necessitated by changes 
and developments to its air pollution con¬ 
trol program and program objectives. 

(c) A current Workable Program must 
be submitted with each application, or 
if submitted prior thereto, shall be re¬ 
vised and amended at the time applica¬ 
tion is made as necessary to reflect any 
changes or developments. 

(d) The Surgeon General shall ap¬ 
prove a Workable Program and any re¬ 
vision or amendment thereof if, in his 
judgment, such program is reasonably 
calculated to prevent and control air pol¬ 
lution within the jurisdiction of the ap¬ 
plicant: Provided , That, prior to approv- 
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Ing any Workable Program, or any 
revision or amendment thereof, the Sur¬ 
geon General shall consult with the ap¬ 
propriate official as designated by the 
Governor or Governors of the States af¬ 
fected pursuant to section 4(b) of the 
Act. 

(e) An applicant for a grant for the 
development of an air pollution control 
program shall submit as part of its ap¬ 
plication a proposal for the development 
of a Workable Program which will meet 
the requirements of paragraph (a) of 
this section and § 56.8(b). 

§ 56.5 Application for grants. 

(a) An application for a grant shall 
be submitted on such forms and in such 
manner as the Surgeon General may 
prescribe. 

(b) The application shall be executed 
by an individual authorized to act for the 
applicant and to assume for the applicant 
the obligations imposed by the require¬ 
ments and conditions of any grant, in¬ 
cluding the regulations in this part. 

(c) In addition to any other pertinent 
information which the Surgeon General 
may require, each applicant shall submit 
as part of the application a description 
of the project in sufficient detail to in¬ 
dicate the nature, duration, purpose and 
proposed method of conduct of the proj¬ 
ect. The description shall, as applicable, 
indicate the possession of and describe, 
or set forth a schedule for obtaining: (1) 
Data demonstrating the necessity of the 
project, (2) legal authority for the exist¬ 
ing air pollution control program of the 
applicant, if any, and for the project (see 
$ 56.8) and (3) suitable personnel, equip¬ 
ment, facilities and other necessary re¬ 
sources (including non-Federal funds) 
for the conduct of the existing air pol¬ 
lution control program of the applicant 
and of the project. The description shall 
also show the relationship of the project 
to the applicant’s Workable Program. 

§ 56.6 Grant limitations. 

Grants under this part shall be subject 
to the following limitations. 

(a) No grant shall be made with re¬ 
spect to any costs which are not incurred 
within the approved project period. 

(b) No grant shall be made for any 
project in an amount exceeding two- 
thirds of the estimated necessary costs of 
the project, as determined by the Sur¬ 
geon General, for each of the applicant’s 
fiscal years during the project period for 
which the grant is made: Provided, That 
in the case of regional air pollution con¬ 
trol programs the amount of the grant 
shall not exceed three-fourths of the es¬ 
timated necessary cost of the project 

(c) No grant shall be made for any 
project until the Surgeon General has 
consulted with the appropriate official as 
designated by the Governor or Governors 
of the State or States affected pursuant 
to section 4(b) of the Act. 

(d) No grant shall be made until the 
applicant has given assurance satisfac¬ 
tory to the Surgeon General as to the 
availability of non-Federal funds for the 
cost of the project and for the other 
activities of the applicant’s air pollution 
control program not included in the 
project. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

(e) No grant shall be made to any ap¬ 
plicant during any fiscal year: 

(1) Unless the Surgeon General finds 
that the applicant’s expenditures of non- 
Federal funds for its air pollution pro¬ 
grams (exclusive of its expenditures for 
the approved project) will not be less 
during such fiscal year than its expendi¬ 
tures of non-Federal funds were for such 
programs during the fiscal year immedi¬ 
ately preceding the beginning of the 
project with respect to which a grant is 
requested, or 

(2) If the finding required by subpara¬ 
graph (1) of this paragraph cannot be 
made with respect to any fiscal year be¬ 
ginning prior to July 1, 1966, unless the 
Surgeon General finds that: 

(1) The applicant’s expenditures of 
non-Federal funds for its air pollution 
programs (inclusive of its expenditures 
for the approved project) will not be less 
during such fiscal year than its expendi¬ 
tures of non-Federal funds were for such 
programs during the fiscal year immedi¬ 
ately preceding the beginning of the 
project with respect to which a grant is 
requested and, 

(ii) The applicant has received a grant 
under sections 301, 311, or 314(c) of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 241. 
243, 246(c)) for the fiscal year immedi¬ 
ately preceding the beginning of the 
project for any purpose for which appro¬ 
priations are authorized under section 
4 of the Act after June 30, 1964 and for 
which appropriations under said sections 
of the Public Health Service Act are pro¬ 
hibited by section 10 of the Act, and, 

(iii) The grant under these regula¬ 
tions will not exceed the limitations of 
paragraph (b) of this section or the 
amount of the grant received under said 
sections of the Public Health Service Act, 
whichever is the smaller. 

As used in this paragraph, the term 
4 ’fiscal year” means the 12 month period 
observed by the applicant for fiscal and 
budgetary purposes. 

(f) No grant shall be made to any 
applicant during any fiscal year unless 
the Surgeon General finds that the appli¬ 
cant’s expenditures of non-Federal funds 
for its air pollution programs (inclusive 
of its cost for the approved project) will 
not be less during such fiscal year than 
its expenditures were for such programs 
during the preceding fiscal year. 

(g) (1) No grant for the establishment 
or improvement of an air pollution con¬ 
trol program shall be made unless a cur¬ 
rent Workable Program applicable to the 
proposed project period has been ap¬ 
proved by the Surgeon General. 

(2) No grant for the development of 
an air pollution control program shall be 
made unless the Surgeon General deter¬ 
mines that the proposed development 
project is designed and calculated to lead 
to a Workable Program which will meet 
the criteria of §§ 56.4(a) and 56.8(b). 

(h) Not more than 12- V 2 percent of the 
grant funds available pursuant to § 56.3 

(a) shall be granted to applicants in any 
one State. For the purposes of this par¬ 
agraph, grants to an interstate air pol¬ 
lution control agency will be allocated 
to the States involved in proportion to 
the amounts of non-Federal funds ex¬ 


pended for the project by the participat¬ 
ing States or by the participating 
municipalities located in the respective 
States. 

§ 56.7 Grant conditions. 

In addition to any other requirements 
imposed by or pursuant to these regula¬ 
tions, each grant awarded pursuant to 
this part shall be subject to the following 
conditions. 

(a) Any funds granted pursuant to 
this part shall be expended solely for 
carrying out the approved project. 

(b) The applicant shall submit to the 
Surgeon General for prior approval 
changes in the project that substantially 
alter the scope or purpose of the project 
or will result in an increase in cost in 
excess of the estimated cost approved in 
the application. 

(c) Any grant award pursuant to this 
part shall be subject to the regulations 
of the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare as set forth in Title 45 CFR, 
Parts 6 and 8 as amended. Such regula¬ 
tions shall apply to any activity for which 
grant funds are in fact used whether 
within the scope of the project as ap¬ 
proved or otherwise. Appropriate meas¬ 
ures shall be taken by the grantee and 
by the Surgeon General to assure that no 
contracts, assignments or other arrange¬ 
ments inconsistent with the grant obli¬ 
gation are continued or entered into and 
that all personnel involved in the sup¬ 
ported activity are aware of and comply 
with such obligation. Laboratory notes, 
related technical data and information 
pertaining to inventions or discoveries 
shall be maintained for such periods, and 
filed with or otherwise made available to 
the Surgeon General or those he may 
designate at such times and in such man¬ 
ner, as he may determine necessary to 
carry out such Department regulations. 

(d) Any grant for a project which in¬ 
volves a Federally assisted construction 
contract, as defined in § 60-1.2 (i) and 
(v) of the Rules and Regulations of the 
President’s Committee on Equal Employ¬ 
ment Opportunity (41 CFR Part 60-1. 28 
FJt. 9812 et seq.) shall be subject to the 
condition that the grantee shall comply 
with the requirements of Executive Order 
11114, June 22, 1963 (28 F.R. 6485 ), and 
with the applicable rules, regulations and 
procedures prescribed pursuant thereto 
by the President’s Committee on Equal 
Employment Opportunity (28 F.R. 9612). 

(e) The expenditures of non-Federal 
funds by the applicant for its air pollu¬ 
tion control programs in the applicant's 
fiscal year in which the grant is awarded 
and in each fiscal year of the applicant 
with respect to which a grant has been 
approved shall not be less than such ex¬ 
penditures were for such programs in 
the applicant’s preceding fiscal year. 

(f) ’Hie grantee shall provide for and 
maintain such accounting, budgetary and 
other fiscal methods and procedures as 
are necessary for the proper and efficient 
administration of the project. The fiscal 
records shall be so designed to show 
currently the amount and disposition by 
the grantee of Federal funds received, 
the total cost of the project in connection 
with which such funds were provided, 
the amount of that portion of the cost 
of the project supplied by non-Federal 
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sources, the expenditures for the air pol¬ 
lution control program of the grantee not 
included in the project, and such other 
records as will facilitate an effective 
audit. Such records and any other 
books, documents or papers of the 
grantee pertinent to the grant received 
under section 4 of the Act shall be acces¬ 
sible for purposes of audit by representa¬ 
tives of the Surgeon General and of the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
and shall be maintained until the grantee 
is notified in writing that the final audit 
has been completed. 

(g) The grantee shall make such re¬ 
ports in such form and containing such 
information as the Surgeon General may 
from time to time require to carry out 

his functions: 

§56.8 Approval of projects; essential 
elements of an air pollution control 

program. 

(a) No application for the establish¬ 
ment or improvement of an air pollution 
control program shall be approved unless 
in the judgment of the Surgeon General 
the air pollution control program admin¬ 
istered by the applicant contains provi¬ 
sions calculated to prevent and control 
air pollution within the applicant's ju¬ 
risdiction which: (1) Are based on legis¬ 
lation eg., statute or ordinance) or on 
regulations pursuant to legislative au¬ 
thority, (2> regulate or prohibit conduct 
which may result in air pollution, and 
(3) in accordance with such legislation, 
are enforceable by sanctions or other 
compulsory legal procedures. 

(b) No application for the develop¬ 
ment of an air pollution control program 
shall be approved unless in the judgment 
of the Surgeon General such proposed 
development is designed and calculated 
to lead to the establishment of an air 
pollution control program which will 
meet the requirements of paragraph (a) 
of this section. 

§56.9 Approval of projects; Federal 
financial aid; Priority. 

Ca) In determining the desirability of 
a project, the Surgeon General will take 
into consideration the comments of the 
appropriate State officials designated 
Pursuant to section 4 of the Act. the 
feasibility of the project in the light of 
the resources to be made available and 
the nature of the air pollution problem, 
the necessity for the project, the esti¬ 
mated cost of the project, the probable 
accomplishment of the project In the 
light of the project plan, and its rela¬ 
tionship to other elements of the Work¬ 
able Program of the applicant. 

. In approving financial aid for 
projects approved under paragraph (a), 
ot mis section the Surgeon General will 
give due consideration to (1) the popula- 
ion, (2) the extent of the actual or 
potential air pollution problem and (3) 

PliCRnt^ nCia * need °* respectlve ap “ 

n i Purposes of this section: 

H Population” means the popula- 
h, within the Jurisdiction of 

d^nn^ P i icant wording to the latest 
tt q J na census data available from the 
f; B ^ reau of the Census. 

Dof^nH T* 16 ! extent of the actual or 
* otial air pollution problem” will be 


determined on the basis (i) of motor ve¬ 
hicles per square mile and <ii) value 
added by manufacturing, within the 
jurisdiction of the applicant, according 
to the latest decennial census data avail¬ 
able from the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

(3) "Financial need” will be de¬ 
termined on the basis of the reciprocal 
of the median family income of families 
residing within the jurisdiction of the 
applicant according to the latest decen¬ 
nial census data available from the U.S. 
Bureau of the Census. 

<d) With respect to any project ap¬ 
proved for Federal financial aid, the 
Surgeon General shall determine the 
project period during which the project 
may be supported. 

§56.10 Granl award*. 

(a) Within the limits of funds avail¬ 
able for such purpose, the Surgeon Gen¬ 
eral shall make grant awards, in such 
amounts as he may determine (subject 
to the provisions of § 56.6) to applicants 
whose projects have been approved for 
Federal financial aid under 3 56.9. 

(b) A grant award shall be made by 
the Surgeon General for either the proj¬ 
ect period or for such lesser period as he 
may prescribe in making the award. 

(c) Neither the approval of any proj¬ 
ect nor a grant award shall commit or 
obligate the United States in any way to 
make any additional, supplemental or 
continuation award with respect to any 
approved project or portion thereof. 

§ 56.11 Supplemental and continuation 
grants. 

The Surgeon General may from time 
to time within the project period, on the 
basis of an application therefor, make 
additional grant awards with respect to 
any approved project where he finds on 
the basis of such progress, fiscal or other 
reports as he may require either that 
(a) the amount of any prior award was 
less than the amount necessary to carry 
out the approved project within the 
period with respect to which the prior 
award was made (a supplemental grant) 
or (b) the progress made within the 
period with respect to which any prior 
awards were made justifies support for 
an additional specified portion of the 
project period (a continuation grant). 


§ 56.12 Payment*. 

(a)(1) Payments with respect to an 
approved project shall be made period¬ 
ically, either in advance or by way of 
reimbursement, as the Surgeon General 
may determine, based on the estimated 
requirements or actual expenditures, re¬ 
spectively, for such period. Such pay¬ 
ment shall be increased or decreased by 
the amount that prior payments exceed 
or are less than the Federal share of the 
costs of the approved project. 

(2) Supplemental payment in any 
period may be certified upon submission 
of an application therefor accompanied 
by a satisfactory justification. 

(3) No payment shall be made for any 
period so long as the applicant fails to 
comply substantially, as determined by 
the Surgeon General, with any condi¬ 
tion specified in § 56.7 or any other re¬ 
quirement or condition imposed by or 
pursuant to these regulations, unless the 


Surgeon General finds that the payment 
of any amount otherwise payable, or any 
portion thereof, will be consistent with 
the purpose of section 4 of the Act and 
the applicant has undertaken to comply 
with such requirement or condition. 

§56.13 Other condition*. 

The Surgeon General may with re¬ 
spect to any grant award impose addi¬ 
tional conditions prior to or at the time 
of the award when in his judgment such 
conditions are necessary to carry out the 
purposes of section 4 of the Act. 

§ 56.14 Termination of grant award. 

(a) Any grant award may be termi¬ 
nated by the Surgeon General in whole 
or in part at any time within the project 
period, after affording the grantee rea¬ 
sonable notice and opportunity for a 
hearing, whenever the Surgeon General 
finds that in his judgment the grantee 
has failed in a substantial respect to 
comply with the condition of the grant 
or the requirements and conditions of 
this part, or both. 

(b) Upon termination pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section, the 
grantee shall render an accounting and 
final statement as provided in this part. 
The Surgeon General may allow credit 
for the amount required to settle at min¬ 
imum costs any noncancellable obliga¬ 
tions properly incurred by the grantee 
prior to receipt of notice of termination, 
if he finds that the grantee had good 
cause for its failure to comply with the 
applicable requirements and conditions. 

§ 56.15 Termination date; final ac¬ 
counting. 

In addition to such other accounting as 
the Surgeon General may require, the 
grantee shall render with respect to each 
approved project a full account as pro¬ 
vided herein, as of the termination date 
which shall be either (a) the end of the 
project period, or (b) the date of any 
termination of grant support as provided 
in § 56.14, whichever first occurs. 

§ 56.16 Accounting for grant payment*. 

(a) With respect to each approved 
project, the grantee shall account for the 
total of all amounts paid under § 56.12 
by presenting or otherwise making avail¬ 
able vouchers or other evidence satis¬ 
factory to the Surgeon General of actual 
expenditures for the project. 

(b) Total grant expenditures shall not 
exceed two-thirds of the acceptable act¬ 
ual costs of the approved project with 
respect to which the grant is made as 
evidenced in the final accounting: Pro¬ 
vided. That In the case of regional air 
pollution control programs the total 
amount of grant expenditures shall not 
exceed three-fourths of the acceptable 
actual cost of the approved project. 

§ 56.17^ Accounting for equipment, ma¬ 
terial* or supplier. 

Expenditures of grant funds for mov¬ 
able or fixed equipment, materials or 
supplies, termed in this section ••ma¬ 
terials”, may be charged to grant funds 
only to the extent such materials are 
required for the conduct of the approved 
project during the period for which Fed¬ 
eral financial support is provided. Any 
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materials on hand on the termination 
date of the project (excluding expend¬ 
able supplies within such limitations as 
the Surgeon General may prescribe) 
shall be accounted for by one or a com¬ 
bination of the following methods: 

(a) Materials may be used by the 
grantee, without adjustment of accounts, 
for purposes within the Workable Pro¬ 
gram as approved by the Surgeon Gen¬ 
eral, and no other accounting for such 
materials shall be required: Provided, 
however, (1) that during such peroid of 
use no charge for depreciation, amorti¬ 
zation or for other use of the materials 
shall be made against any existing or 
future Federal grant or contract, and (2) 
if within the period of their useful life 
the materials are transferred by sale or 
otherwise for use outside the scope of 
the Workable Program, the proportionate 
fair market value at the time of transfer 
shall be payable to the United States. 

(b) The materials may be sold by the 
grantee and the proportion of the net 
proceeds of sale equal to the proportion 
of Federal participation in the cost of 
the materials paid to the United States, 
or they may be used or disposed of in any 
manner by the grantee by paying to the 
United States such proportion of their 
fair market value on the termination 
date. To the extent materials purchased 
from grant funds have been used for 
credit or “trade-in” on the purchase of 
new materials, the accounting obligation 
shall apply to the same extent to such 
new materials. 

§ 56.18 Final settlement. 

There shall be payable to the United 
States as final settlement with respect 
to each approved project the total sum 
of any amount not accounted for pursu¬ 
ant to § 56.16 and of any amounts pay¬ 
able to the United States as provided in 
§ 56.17. Such total sum shall constitute 
a debt owed by the grantee to the United 
.States and if not paid to the United 
States shall be recovered from the 
grantee or its successors by set-off or 
other action as provided by law. 

Dated: September 10, 1964. 

tsEALl David E. Price, 

Acting Surgeon General. 

Approved: 

Anthony J. Celebrezze, 

Secretary . 

(PR. Doc. 64-9397: Filed, Sept. 15. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.J 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

(Docket No. 15494; FCC 64-832) 

PART 31—UNIFORM SYSTEM OF AC¬ 
COUNTS FOR CLASS A AND CLASS 
B TELEPHONE COMPANIES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

In the matter of amendment of Part 
31, Uniform System of Accounts for Class 
A and Class B Telephone Companies, of 
the Commission's rules to permit advance 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

accruals by charge to operating expense 
account 672, Relief and Pensions, of pro¬ 
visions for the payment of benefits to 
active and retired employees in addition 
to those now so permitted; Docket No. 
15494. RM-587. 

Report and order. 1. On June 3, 1964, 
the Commission adopted a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making in the above-entitled 
matter which was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on June 10. 1964 (29 FJt. 
7474) in accordance with section 4(a) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act. This 
notice presented for comment, on or be¬ 
fore July 6, 1964 (with allowance for re¬ 
ply comments on or before July 20,1964), 
a proposal to amend §§ 31.170(b) and 
31.672(b), (d) and (e) of Part 31 of the 
Commission’s rules to require accrual 
accounting to provide for all employee 
benefits which the company has defi¬ 
nitely undertaken by contract to pay and 
in connection with which it has estab¬ 
lished a fund or funds to be held in trust 
for the purpose of such payments. The 
current provisions require accrual ac¬ 
counting only for pensions to retired 
employees provided for under a contract¬ 
ual undertaking accompanied by fund¬ 
ing, and permit such accounting for ter¬ 
mination allowances to employees laid off 
because of lack of work, and necessary 
and warranted relief to former employ¬ 
ees. Funding is not a necessary condi¬ 
tion in the latter two instances. It was 
proposed that accruals for any manda¬ 
tory employee benefits would be made 
through charges to account 672, Relief 
and Pensions, which is the account now 
used for accruals for pensions and the 
two other benefits mentioned above only, 
although it is also used for other benefits 
as paid on the pay-as-you-go basis. 

2. The Commission has determined 
that it should amend its accounting rules 
substantially as was proposed but with 
slight modifications described below. 

3. American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company (AT&T), the party requesting 
this change in the accounting rules on 
behalf of itself and its associated operat¬ 
ing companies, purposely requested the 
broadening of the accrual and funding 
accounting provision from “pensions” to 
“pensions or other benefits,” even though 
its immediate plan is only to qualify for 
accrual and funding accounting for death 
benefits in addition to pensions. It 
stated that the broader language change 
was proposed so that if there should be 
occasion in the future to accrue in ad¬ 
vance and establish a trust fund for 
mandatory obligations other than those 
for pensions and death benefits it would 
not again be necessary to amend the ac¬ 
counting rules. The Public Utilities 
Commission, State of California, in com¬ 
ments timely filed, asserts that this lan¬ 
guage broadening is completely unwar¬ 
ranted. It argues that each and every 
proposal for inclusion of “other” benefits 
should be the specific subject of rule 
making. AT&T did not file any reply to 
this California objection. We believe 
that the language broadening can well be 
confined to death benefits alone and this 
is being done in the rules changes ordered 
hereinafter. 

4. The accounting rules language 
changes proposed by AT&T, which were 


presented for comment in this proceed¬ 
ing without change, contained a clause 
in the language proposed for § 31.672(b) 
which is not related to the subject of the 
rule making. We overlooked specifically 
calling attention to this clause in our 
notice of proposed rule making. The 
clause in question reads “or their bene¬ 
ficiaries” and has the effect of broaden¬ 
ing the pensions eligible for accrual ac¬ 
counting from pensions to retired em¬ 
ployees only to include those to their 
beneficiaries. Penisons to beneficiaries 
of employees have long been permitted by 
§ 31.672(a) which has to do with ac¬ 
counting for pensions financed on the 
“pay-as-you-go basis” so it is difficult to 
understand why similar language had 
not previously been incorporated in 
§ 31.672(b). It is also of interest to note 
for the record that the pension plans of 
the Bell System Companies were 
amended about a year ago to provide for 
beneficiary pensions financed on the 
accrual basis in spite of the fact that 
there was no specific authority for this in 
§ 31.672(b). We believe, of course, that 
this change is reasonable and proper and 
it is being included in the language 
changes ordered hereinafter. The Bell 
System company pension plans also pro¬ 
vide for the payment of pensions to the 
widows of active employees who at the 
time of death were eligible to retire at 
their own request. These would not seem 
to be covered by the language of § 31.672 
(b) but we believe they should be so cov¬ 
ered. This is accomplished in the lan¬ 
guage change discussed in paragraph 7 
below. 

5. As a result of discussions with the 
Commission’s staff subsequent to the 
issuance of the notice of proposed rule 
making herein, AT&T filed in this pro¬ 
ceeding a letter dated July 1, 1964 in 
which it discussed the “wind-up" pro¬ 
visions the Bell System companies pro¬ 
pose to incorporate in their pension plans 
as a part of the changes in those plans 
necessary to provide for death benefits 
financed through trust funds and ac¬ 
counted for on the accrual basis. Each 
company will have a separate fund for 
death benefits which will be in addition 
to the long existing funds for pensions. 
The AT&T language submitted for com¬ 
ment in this proceeding stated merely, 
among other things, that companies who 
“established a fund or funds” to be held 
in trust for “such purposes” as pensions 
and other benefits were to follow accrual 
accounting. The Commission is of the 
view that under the language proposed 
a t trust fund established for pensions 
must be held for that purpose alone and, 
similarly, a trust fund established for 
death benefits must be held for that pur¬ 
pose alone. Actually, however, the Bell 
System companies plan to provide that 
in the unlikely event the pension plans 
are ever terminated the monies in both 
funds combined will be used first for pen¬ 
sions for those already on the pension 
rolls and those eligible to retire at their 
own request and for their respective 
beneficiaries, if any. After the fore¬ 
going first use has been completed, ana 
not until then, any balance remaining in 
the trust fund for death benefits will be 
available for death benefit purposes, we 
need not decide at this time whether or 
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no t we will approve amendments to the 
Bell System company pension plans 
which establish trust funds for death 
benefits with termination provisions as 
described. We have only to decide 
whether this type of termination pro¬ 
visions is so clearly improper that 
we would not approve them under any 
circumstances. We have considered 
the AT&T arguments that these ter¬ 
mination provisions are desirable and 
defensible because (1) they would result 
in the monies in the trust funds being 
distributed in the most equitable and 
socially desirable way to active and re¬ 
tired employees, and (2) the manner of 
distribution would be practical as well as 
equitable. Our conclusion is that we 
should not so amend our accounting 
rules that later approval by us of this 
type of termination provisions would be 
foreclosed. In order to make it clear 
beyond doubt that there is no such fore¬ 
closure we are adding a Note to § 31.672 
(b) which will be found below. It will 
be observed that this Note is general 
enough in its wording that the pension 
funds could be applied to death benefits 
first and to pensions later. We believe 
such flexibility in the accounting rules 
is proper and desirable but it does not 
necessarily follow that we would approve 
specific plans containing such termina¬ 
tion provisions. 

6. In addition to the comments re¬ 
ceived from the California Public Utili¬ 
ties Co: amission and the supplemental 
letter from AT&T, to which reference 
was made above, timely comments in un¬ 
qualified approval of the proposed rules 
amendments were received from GT&E 
Service Corporation and the United 
States independent Telephone Associa¬ 
tion. No reply comments were received. 

7. Our notice of proposed rule making 
submitted for comment amendments to 
jf 31.672(b) which contained the words 
“or to pay other benefits to active or re¬ 
tired employees or their beneficiaries/' 
Since the phrase is being limited to 
deat’i i benefits and death benefits cannot 
be paid to active or retired employees but 
can only be paid to beneficiaries, the 
wording of this phrase is being changed 
to lead “or to pay pensions or death 
bene fits to the beneficiaries of active or 
retired employees/’ The words “pension 
or” are inserted to provide for the 
widows of certain active employees as 
discussed at the end of paragraph 4 
above, in § 31.170(b) a similar change 
is called for the same reason. Also, in 
? 31.170(b) the reference to “a trust 
fund' is changed to refer to “a trust fund 
or funds/' This is merely a clarifying 
revision and does not change the intent 
of the section as proposed for amend¬ 
ment. 

No. 181 -a 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

It appearing, that the proposed rule 
making proceeding in this matter has 
indicated the desirability of amendment 
of Part 31 of the Commission’s rules in 
the manner presented in the notice of 
proposed rule making with the modifi¬ 
cations noted in paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 
7 herein: 

It is ordered , Under authority con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i) and 220 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, that Part 31, Uniform System 
of Accounts for Class A and Class B Tele¬ 
phone Companies, of the Commission’s 
rules is amended as set forth below, effec¬ 
tive May 1, 1965: Provided , however f 
That any company may, at its option, 
adopt these changes retroactively to Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1964. 

(Sec*. 4. 202, 48 Stat. 1066, a* amended, 1070, 
a* amended; 47 U.S.C. 164, 202) 

Adopted: September 9, 1964. 

Released: September 10. 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission/ 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part 31. Uniform System of Accounts 
for Class A and Class B Telephone com¬ 
panies, is amended as follows: 

1. Section 31.170(b) is amended to 
read: 

§ 31.170 Provident reserve. 

• • • * • 

(b) This account shall include also 
the amount accrued for pensions or death 
benefits through charges to account 672, 
“Relief and pensions.” Amounts so 
credited shall, when actually paid to re¬ 
tired employees or the beneficiaries of 
active or retired employees, or when paid 
into a trust fund or funds irrevocably de¬ 
voted to the payment of pensions or 
death benefits, be charged hereto. 

2. In § 31.672, paragraphs (b), (d), 
and (e) are amended and a note is added 
to the section, to read as follows: 

§ 31.672 Relief and pension*. 

• • * • • 

(b) If the company has definitely 
undertaken by contract to pay pensions 
to employees (when regularly retired for 
superannuation or disability) or to pay 
pensions or death benefits to the bene¬ 
ficiaries of active or retired employees, 
and has established a fund or funds to be 
held in trust for such purposes (see note 
to this account), the company shall 
charge to this account monthly amounts 
determined through the application of 
equitable actuarial factors to the current 
payrolls, which, together with interest 


1 Chairman Henry absent. 
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accruals on the trust fund or funds, will, 
as nearly as may be, provide for the pay¬ 
ment of such pensions, or for the pur¬ 
chase of annuities corresponding thereto, 
or death benefits. There may be included 
in this account reasonable amounts to 
provide for pension or death benefit costs 
based on service rendered prior to the 
period for which the accruals are made. 
Such amounts may be spread over a rea¬ 
sonable period of years if inclusion in 
the current year would seriously distort 
the expenses of that year. Amounts 
charged to this account under the pro¬ 
visions of this paragraph shall be con¬ 
currently credited to a separate sub¬ 
account under account 170, “Provident 
reserve.” The amounts accrued In each 
year shall correspond to the aggregate 
of the amounts expended directly by the 
company for pensions, annuities or death 
benefits during the year and amounts 
paid into the trust fund or funds. The 
company shall maintain a complete rec¬ 
ord of the actuarial computations 
through which the accruals each month 
of its pension or death benefit liabilities 
are established. 

• • • • • 

(d) Before adopting the accrual plan 
of accounting for pensions or death bene¬ 
fits, the company shall inform this Com¬ 
mission of the details of its pension or 
death benefit plan, giving a full state¬ 
ment of the facts which in its judgment 
establish a contractual obligation for the 
payment of pensions or death benefits 
together with the actuarial formula or 
formulae under which it proposes to 
create its pension or death benefit trust 
fund or funds, and also a copy of the 
declaration of trust under which each 
such fund is established. A company 
that has adopted the accrual plan of 
accounting for pensions or death bene¬ 
fits shall make no change in the account¬ 
ing therefor or in the method of com¬ 
puting the amounts of the accruals re¬ 
corded in the accounts under such a plan 
without first submitting full particulars 
of the proposed changes and a detailed 
statement of the reasons therefor to this 
Commission for its consideration and 
approval. 

(e) No charges to this account shall be 
made in anticipation of discretionary 
pension or death benefit payments to be 
made in the future. 

• • • • • 

Note: If a company maintains separate 
pension and death benefit funds and the 
funds are discontinued, It Is not mandatory 
that each be applied to the purpose for which 
established but either fund may be applied 
to the purpose of the other In whole or In 
part. 

(FJt. Doc. 64-9361; Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.1 






Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 52 1 
CANNED ORANGE JUICE 
Proposed U.S. Standards for Grades 1 

Notice is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering a revision to the United States 
Standards for Grades of Canned Orange 
Juice (§§ 52.1551-52.1562) pursuant to 
the authority contained in the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (secs. 202- 
208, 60 Stat. 1087, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
1621-1627). This revision, if made ef¬ 
fective. will be the eighth issue by the 
Department of the grade standards for 
this product. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posal should file the same in duplicate, 
not later than 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register, with the 
Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Room 112, Administration Build¬ 
ing. Washington, D.C., 20250, where they 
will be available for public inspection 
during official hours of business (para¬ 
graph (b) of § 1.27, as amended at 29 
F.R. 7311). 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the proposed revision. Definitions and 
standards of identity for canned orange 
juice promulgated by the Food and Drug 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, became 
effective on July 1, 1964, except certain 
provisions pertaining to labeling which 
have been stayed pending judicial re¬ 
view. Since that date certain provisions 
of the United States Standards for 
Grades of Canned Orange Juice which 
have been in effect since February 14, 
1963, are'in conflict with these definitions 
and identity requirements. The first 
consideration, therefore, is to bring the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture grade 
standards into conformance with the 
Food and Drug definitions and identity 
requirements, compliance with which is 
mandatory in interstate commerce. 

At this time it is appropriate to pro¬ 
pose other changes in the current stand¬ 
ards which would improve their useful¬ 
ness or which would improve them 
technically. 

The following specific changes (to¬ 
gether with explanations) from the cur¬ 
rent standards are proposed: 

(1) The product description would be 
revised to adopt the identity require¬ 
ments of the Food and Drug standards 
for this product. The principal effect of 
this change would be (a) to allow only 


Compliance with the provisions of these 
standards shall not excuse failure to comply 
with the provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act or with applicable State 
laws and regulations. 


10 percent by volume of Mandarin orange 
juice (Citrus reticulata or hybrids 
thereof) and to allow any or all of this 
ten percent to consist of tangerine juice. 
LThe present USDA grade standards per¬ 
mit unlimited Mandarin juice except that 
no tangerine juice is permitted]; and (b) 
to prohibit adjustment with orange juice 
concentrate, as now provided for in the 
USDA grade standards. 

(2) Score points would be realigned 
to allow a 10 point spread in each grade 
instead of 15 points. This conforms to 
current practice in most other U.S. grade 
standards for processed fruits and vege¬ 
tables. It does not, in itself, change the 
quality requirements for each grade. 

(3> The factor of color would be de¬ 
scribed to include evaluation, where ap¬ 
plicable, by the comparison of the color 
of the orange juice with that of official 
USDA Color Standards under standard 
conditions of lighting and viewing. 

(4) Under the factor of flavor, a maxi¬ 
mum Brix-acid ratio would be estab¬ 
lished at 18:1 for the with sweetner style. 
No such maximum is included in current 
standards. 

(5) Other changes included are minor 
and would improve format or presenta¬ 
tion of the text in the standards. 

The proposed revision of the standards 
is as follows: 

Product Description, Styles, Grades 
Sec. 

52.1551 Product description. 

52.1562 Styles. 

52.1553 Grades. 

Fill op Container 

52.1554 Recommended fill of container. 

Factors of Quality 

52.1555 Ascertaining the grade of a sample 

unit. 

52.1556 Ascertaining the rating for the fac¬ 

tors which are scored. 

52.1557 Color. 

52.1558 Defects. 

52.1559 Flavor. 

Explanations and Methods of Analyses 

52.1560 Definitions of terms and methods 

of analyses. 

Lot Compliance 

52.1561 Ascertaining the grade of a lot. 

Score Sheet 

52.1562 Score sheet for canned orange juice. 

Authority: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under secs. 202-208, 60 Stat. 1087: 7 
U.S.C. 1621-1627. 

Product Description, Styles, Grades 
§ 52.1551 Product description. 

Canned orange juice means the prod¬ 
uct as defined in the standards of iden¬ 
tity for canned orange juice (28 F.R. 
10900) issued pursuant to the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

§ 52.1552 Styles. 

(a) Without sweetener. 

(b) With sweetener. 


§ 52.1553 Grades. 

(a) “U.S. Grade A” (or “U.S. Fancy”) 
is the quality of canned orange juice 
that: (1) Shows no coagulation, (2) has 
a good color, (3) is practically free from 
defects, (4) possesses a good flavor, and 
(5) scores not less than 90 points when 
scored in accordance with the scoring 
system outlined in this subpart. 

(b) “U.S. Grade C” (or “U.S. Stand¬ 
ard") is the quality of canned orange 
juice that: (1) May show a slight coagu¬ 
lation, (2) has a fairly good color, (3) 
is fairly free from defects, (4) possesses 
a fairly good flavor, and (5) scores not 
less than 80 points when scored in ac¬ 
cordance with the scoring system out¬ 
lined in this subpart. 

(c) “Substandard" is the quality of 
canned orange juice that fails to meet 
the requirements of U.S. Grade C. 

Fill of Container 

§ 52.1554 Recommended fill of con¬ 
tainer. 

The recommended fill of container is 
not incorporated in the grades of the 
finished product since fill of container, 
as such, is not a factor of quality for 
the purposes of these grades. It is rec¬ 
ommended that the container be as full 
of orange juice as practicable. 

Factors of Quality 

§ 52.1555 Ascertaining the grade of a 
sample unit. 

(a) General. The grade of a sample 
unit of canned orange juice is ascer¬ 
tained by considering the degree of any 
coagulation, which is not scored; the 
ratings for the factors of color, defects, 
and flavor which are scored; the total 
score; and the limiting rules which may 
be applicable. 

(b) Factors rated by score points. 
The relative importance of each scoring 
factor is expressed numerically on the 
scale of 100. The maximum number of 
points that may be given such factors 
are: 


Factor: 

Color _ 

Points 

40 

Defects 

20 

Flavor 

40 

Total 

_ 100 

§ 52.1556 Ascertaining 

the rat in p lor 

the factors which are 

scored. 


The essential variations within each 
factor which is scored are so described 
that the value may be ascertained for 
each factor and expressed numerically. 
The numerical range within each factor 
which is scored is inclusive (for example, 
“18 to 20 points’* means 18, 19, or 20 
points). 

§ 52.1557 Color. 

(a) Evaluation of color. (1) The color 
of canned orange juice is evaluated by 
comparing the color of the product witn 
the USDA Orange Juice Color Standards 
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so that these color standards become 
points of reference. 

(2) Such comparison Is made under 
an artificial light source of approxi¬ 
mately 150 candela intensity and having 
a spectral quality approximating that of 
daylight under a moderately overcast sky 
and a color temperature of 7500 degrees 
Kelvin, ±200 degrees. 

(3) The USDA Orange Juice Color 
Standards range from yellow-orange to 
yellow color, with USDA OJ 1 being the 
most orange color in the series. 

(b) Procedure in evaluating color. (1) 
Place the product in a clear glass test 
tube of 1 inch diameter. 

(2) Arrange color standards in a test 
tube rack or similar device so that light 
coming from above strikes the standards 
at a 45 degree angle. The standards are 
inclined at a 45 degree angle against a 
neutral grey background. Observe the 
standards and product at right angles to 
the tubes. 

(3) Classify the Juice by inserting the 
tube of juice where it best fits in the 
series of color standards. Orange juice 
differing in color and brightness from 
the most nearly matching USDA Orange 
Juice Color Standard is evaluated by con¬ 
sidering the amount of difference and its 
effect on the total appearance of the 
juice. 

(c> Availability of color standards. 
The USDA Orange Juice Color Standards 
cited in this section are official color 
standards which may also be applied to 
other orange Juices. Information re¬ 
garding these color standards, and their 
availability, may be obtained from: 

Processed Products Standardization and In¬ 
spection Branch. 

Fruit and Vegetable Division, 

U S. Department of Agriculture, 

Washington, D.C., 20250. 

(d) (A) Classification. Canned or¬ 

ange Juice that has a good color may be 
given a score of 36 to 40 points. “Good 
color'’ means a bright yellow to yellow- 
orange color, typical of orange Juice 
color. Canned orange Juice that meets 
this criterion may be assigned score 
points in accordance with the following 
schedule: 

As compared with USDA Orange 


Juice Color Standards: Score 

Equal to or better than 

USDA OJ 2. .. .. . 40 points 

Equal to or better than 

USDA OJ 3-39 points 

Equal to or better than 

USDA OJ 4_38 points 

Equal to or better titan 

USDA OJ S____ 37 points 

Equal to or better than 
USDA OJ 6 36 points 


(e> ( C) Classification . If the canned 
orange Juice has a fairly good color, a 
score of 32 to 35 points may be given. 
Canned orange juice that falls into this 
classification shall not be graded above 
u.S. Grade C, regardless of the total 
score for the product (this is a limiting 
uue). 'Fairly good color’’ means a color 
™ 15 no * as good as USDA OJ 6. It 
a* be slightly amber or very light in 
Je * or ma y show slight evidence of 


browning; but is typical of canned 
orange juice. 

(f) ( SStd .) Classification. If the 
canned orange juice fails to meet the 
requirements of paragraph (e) of this 
section a score of 0 to 31 points may be 
given. Canned orange juice that falls 
into tills classification shall not be graded 
above Substandard, regardless of the 
total score for the product (this is a 
limiting rule). 


(a) General . The factor of defects 
refers to the degree of freedom from 
recoverable oil; from particles of mem¬ 
brane, core, or skin; from seeds or seed 
particles; and from other defects. 

(b) (A) Classification. Canned or¬ 
ange juice that is practically free from 
defects may be given a score of 18 to 20 
points. “Practically free from defects’* 
means that there may be present not 
more than 0.030 percent by volume of 
recoverable oil and that the juice does 
not contain particles of membrane, core, 
or skin, seeds or seed particles, or other 
defects that affect more than slightly the 
appearance of the product. 

(c) (C) Classification. If the canned 
orange juice is fairly free from defects, 
a score of 16 or 17 points may be given. 
Canned orange Juice that falls into this 
classification shall not be graded above 
U.S. Grade C, regardless of the total 
score for the product (this is a limiting 
rule). “Fairly free from defects*’ means 
that there may be present not more than 
0.050 percent by volume of recoverable 
oil and that the juice does not contain 
particles of membrane, core, or skin, 
seeds or seed particles, or other defects 
that affect materially the appearance of 
the product. 

(d) (SStd.) Classification. Canned 
orange juice that fails to meet the re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (c) of this 
section may be given a score of 0 to 15 
points and shall not be graded above 
Substandard regardless of the total score 
for the product (this is a limiting rule). 


(a) (A) Classification. Canned or¬ 
ange juice that possesses a good flavor 
may be given a score of 36 to 40 points. 
“Good flavor’* means a fine, distinct 
canned orange juice flavor which is 
defiinitely free from traces of scorching, 
caramelization, oxidation, or terpene; is 
free from off flavors of any kind; and 
meets the following requirements for the 
respective style: 

(1) Without sweetener. 



Minimum 

Maximum 

Brix (degrees)_ 

10.5°_ 


Add (per 100 ml.): 

W hen trait grown out¬ 

0.75 gm- 

1.45 gms. 

side Florida at 
Texas. 

When fruit grown in 
Florida or Texas. 
Brix-acid ratio: 

If Brix less than 15*_ 

0.06 gin_ 

1.45 gnis. 

12:1. 

18:1. 

If Brix 15° or more_ 

No minimum. 

IS: I. 


(b) (C) Classification. If the canned 
orange juice possesses a good flavor, a 
score of 32 to 35 points may be given. 
Canned orange juice that falls into this 
classification shall not be graded above 
U.S. Grade C, regardless of the total score 
for the product (this is a limiting rule), 
“Fairly good flavor** means a good, nor¬ 
mal canned orange juice flavor which 
may have a slightly caramelized or 
slightly oxidized flavor but is free from 
off flavors of any kind and meets the 
following requirements for the respective 
style: 

(1) Without sweetener. 



M ininium 

Maximum 

Brix (degrees)__ 

10.0° 


Acid (per 100 mL)_ 

0.55 gm_ 

0:1. 

1.60 gms. 

Brix-ftcid ratio__ 




(2) With sweetener. 



Minimum 

Maximum 

Brix (degrees).. 

10.5®.. 


Acid (r>er 100 mi.): 

When fruit grown 



0.06 gm. 

1.65 gms. 

outside Florida or 
Texas. 



When fruit grown in 
Florida or Texas. 

0.60 gm. 

1.65 gms. 


Brix-acfd ratio: 



If Brix leas than 15V. . 

12:1_ 

18:1. 

If Brix 16® or more_ 

No minimum. 

l&K 


(c) (SStd.) Classification. Canned 
orange juice that fails to meet the re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion. or is off flavor for any reason, may 
be given a score of 0 to 31 points and 
shall not be graded above Substandard, 
regardless of the total score for the prod¬ 
uct (this is a limiting rule). 

Explanations and Methods or Analyses 

§52.1560 Definitions of terms and 
methods of analyses. 

(a) Brix. “Brix” means the degrees 
Brix of canned orange juice when tested 
with a Brix hydrometer calibrated at 20 
degrees C. (68 degrees F.). If used in 
testing juice at a temperature other than 
20 degrees C. (68 degrees F.) the appli¬ 
cable temperature correction shall be 
made to the reading of the scale as pre¬ 
scribed in the “Official Methods of Analy¬ 
sis of the Association of Official Agricul¬ 
tural Chemists.*’ The degrees Brix of 
canned orange juice may be determined 
by any other method which gives equiva¬ 
lent results. 

(b) Acid. “Acid" means the grams of 
total acidity, calculated as anhydrous 
citric acid, per 100 ml. of canned orange 
juice. Total acidity is determined by 
titration with standard sodium hydrox- 



Minimum 

Maximum 

Brix (degrees) .. 

10.5°... . 


Acid (per 100 ml.): 

When fruit grown out¬ 
side Florida or Tex¬ 
as. . . 

0.75 gm_ 

0.65 gm,._ 

1.45 gms. 

1.45 gms. 

18:1. 

WTien fruit grown in 
Florida or Texas_ 

Brix-acid ratio: 

If Brix Is less than 
11.5®.__ 

10:1_ 

If Brix 11.5° or more... 

9:1. 

18:1. 



(2) With sweetener. 


§ 52.1559 Flavor. 


§52.1558 Defects. 
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ide solution using phenophthalein as 
Indicator. 

(c) Brix-acid ratio. The “brix-acid 
ratio” is the ratio of the degrees Brix of 
the canned orange juice to the grains of 
anhydrous citric acid per 100 milliliters 
of the juice. 

(d) Recoverable oil. “Recoverable 
oil” in canned orange juice is determined 
by the following method: 

(1) Equipment. Oil separatory trap 
similar to either of those illustrated in 
Figure 1 * or Figure 2.* 

Gas burner or hot plate. 

Ringstand and clamps. 

Rubber tubing. 

3 -liter narrow-neck flask. 

(2) Procedure, (i) Place exactly 2 
liters of juice in the 3-liter flask and in¬ 
sert the separatory trap. Close the stop¬ 
cock, place distilled water in the grad¬ 
uated tube, run cold water through the 
condenser from bottom to top, and bring 
the juice to a boil. Continue boiling for 
one hour at the rate of approximately 50 
drops per minute. 

(ii) By means of the stopcock, lower 
the oil into the graduated portion of the 
separatory trap, remove the trap from 
the flask, allow it to cool, and record the 
amount of oil recovered. 

(iii) The number of milliliters of oil 
recovered divided by 20 equals the per¬ 
cent by volume of recoverable oil. 

Lot Compliance 

§ 52.1561 Ascertaining the grade of a 
lot. 

The grade of a lot of canned orange 
juice covered by these standards is de¬ 
termined by the procedures set forth in 
the Regulations Governing Inspection 
and Certification of Processed Fruits and 
Vegetables, Processed Products Thereof, 
and Certain Other Processed Food Prod¬ 
ucts (§§52.1 through 52.87). 

Score Sheet 

§ 52.1562 Score sheet for canned 
orange juice. 


Slzo and kind of container......... 

Container mark or identification../Cana- 

( ( V |0Q0 

Label (including ingredient statement, if any). 

Liquid measure (fluid ounces)__ 

Vacuum (inches)-----— 

Btyl©.-. 

Brix (degrees).—. 

Add (grams/100 ml.: calculated as anhydrous citric 

acid)---- 

Brix-acid ratio ( :1)..- 

Recoverable oil (percent by volume). 

Degree of coagulation: 

( ) None. 

( ) Slight. 

( ) Serious. 



i Indicates limiting rule. 


5 Filed as part of the original document. 


Dated: September 10, 1964. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9380; Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:48 am.j 


[ 7 CFR Part 52 } 

CONCENTRATED ORANGE JUICE FOR 
MANUFACTURING 

Proposed U.S. Standards for Grades 1 

Notice Is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering a revision to the United States 
Standards for Grades of Concentrated 
Orange Juice for Manufacturing 
(§§ 52.2221-52.2231) pursuant to the au¬ 
thority contained in the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946 (secs. 202-208, 60 
Stat. 1087, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1621- 
1627). This revision, if made effective, 
will be the third issue by the Department 
of the grade standards for this product. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posal should file the same in duplicate, 
not later than 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register, with the 
Hearing Clerk. UB. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Room 112, Administration Build¬ 
ing, Washington. D.C., 20250, where they 
will be available for public inspection 
during official hours of business (para¬ 
graph (b) of § 1.27, as amended at 29 
F.R. 7311). 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the proposed revision. Definitions and 
standards of identity for concentrated 
orange juice for manufacturing and for 
concentrated orange juice with preserv¬ 
ative promulgated by the Food and Drug 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, became 
effective on July 1, 1964. Since that 
date certain provisions of the United 
States Standards for Grades of Concen¬ 
trated Orange Juice for Manufacturing 
which have been in effect since Decem¬ 
ber 20, 1957 are in conflict with these 
definitions and identity requirements. 
The first consideration, therefore, is to 
bring the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
grade standards into conformance with 
the Food and Drug definitions and iden¬ 
tity requirements, compliance with 
which is mandatory in interstate 
commerce. 

At this time it is appropriate to pro¬ 
pose other changes in the current stand¬ 
ards which would improve their useful¬ 
ness or which would improve them 
technically. 

The following specific changes (to¬ 
gether with explanations) from the 
current standards are proposed: 

(1) The product description would be 
revised to adopt the identity require¬ 
ments of the Food and Drug standards 
for this product. The principal effect 
of this change would be (a) to allow only 
10 percent by volume of Mandarin 


1 Compliance with the provisions of these 
standards shall not excuse failure to comply 
with the provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with applicable 
state laws and regulations. 


orange juice (Citrus reticulata or hy¬ 
brids thereof) and to allow any or all of 
this ten percent to consist of tangerine 
juice. [The present USDA grade stand¬ 
ards permit unlimited Mandarin juice 
except that no tangerine juice is permit¬ 
ted]; (b) to allow 5 percent by volume 
of the juice of sour oranges (Citrus aur- 
antium). [No Citrus aurantium is now 
permitted under the USDA grade stand¬ 
ards] ; (c) to require that the concentra¬ 
tion of orange soluble solids be not less 
than 20® Brix; and (d) to allow the 
addition of sweeteners, not provided for 
in the current standards. 

( 2 ) Score points would be realigned to 
allow a 10 point spread in each grade 
instead of 15 points. This conforms to 
current practice in most other U.S. grade 
standards for processed fruits and vege¬ 
tables. It would not, in itself, change 
the quality requirements for each grade. 

(3) The factor of color would be de¬ 
scribed to include evaluation, where ap¬ 
plicable, by the comparison of the color 
of the orange juice with that of official 
USDA Color Standards under standard 
conditions of lighting and viewing. 

(4) Other changes included are minor 
and would improve format or presenta¬ 
tion of the text in the standards. 

Product Description, Styles, Grapes 

Sec. 

52.2221 Product description. 

52.2222 Grades. 

Fill op Container 

52.2223 Recommended All of container. 

Factors or Quality 

52.2224 Ascertaining the grade of a sample 

unit. 

52.2225 Ascertaining the rating for the fac¬ 

tors which are scored. 

52.2226 Color. 

52.2227 Defects. 

52.2228 Flavor. 

Explanations and Methods op Analyses 

52.2229 Definitions of terms and methods 

of analyses. 

Lot Compliance 

52.2230 Ascertaining the grade of a lot. 

Score Sheet 

52.2231 Score sheet for concentrated orange 

juice for manufacturing. 

Authority: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under Secs. 202-208, 60 Stat. 1087, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 1621-1627. 

Product Description, Styles, Grades 

§ 52.2221 Product description. 

Concentrated orange juice for manu¬ 
facturing is the product as defined in the 
standards of identity (28 F.R. 

§§ 27.114 and 27.115) issued pursuant to 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act. 

§ 52.2222 Grades. 

(a) “U.S. Grade A for Manufacturing" 
(or “U.S. Fancy for Manufacturing’ > is 
the quality of concentrated orange juice 
that reconstitutes properly and of which 
the reconstituted juice: (1) Has a rea¬ 
sonably good color, (2) is practically free 
from defects, (3) possesses a reasonably 
good flavor, and (4) scores not less than 
90 points when scored in accordance witn 
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the scoring system outlined in this 

subpart. 

(b) “U.S. Grade C for Manufacturing” 
(or “U.S. Standard for Manufacturing”) 
is the quality of concentrated orange 
juice that reconstitutes properly, and of 
which the reconstituted juice: (1) Has 
a faily good color, (2) is fairly free from 
defects, (3) possesses a fairly good flavor, 
and (4) scores not less than 80 points 
when scored in accordance with the scor¬ 
ing system outlined in this subpart. 

(c) “Substandard” is the quality of 
concentrated orange juice for manufac¬ 
turing that fails to meet the require¬ 
ments of U.S. Grade C for Manu¬ 
facturing. 

Pill of Container 

§ 52.2223 Recommended fill of con¬ 
tainer. 

The recommended fill of container is 
not incorporated in the grades of the 
finished product since fill of container, as 
such, is not a factor of quality for the 
purposes of these grades. It is recom¬ 
mended that the container be as full of 
concentrated orange juice as practicable 
without impairment of quality. 

Factors of Quality 

§ 52.222 1 Ascertaining the grade of a 
simple unit. 

(a) General. The grade of a sample 
unit of concentrated orange juice for 
manufacturing is ascertained by con¬ 
sidering the faculty of reconstituting 
properly which is not scored; the ratings 
for the factors of color, defects, and 
flavor which are scored; the total score; 
and the limiting rules which may be 
applicable. 

ib) Factors rated by score points. 
The relative importance of each factor 
which is scored is expressed numerically 
on the scale of 100. The maximum num¬ 
ber of points that may be given such 
factors are: 


Factors: Points 

Color _ ■ _ 40 

Defects _ 20 

Flavor _ 40 


Total score_ 100 


§ 52.2223 Ascertaining the rating for 
the factors which are scored. 

The essential variations within each 
factor which is scored are so described 
that the value may be ascertained for 
each factor and expressed numerically. 
The numerical range within each factor 
which is scored is inclusive (for example, 
18 to 20 points” means 18, 19, or 20 
Points). 

§ *>2.2226 Color. 

J a > Evaluation of color . (1) The 

color of concentrated orange juice for 
manufacturing, where applicable, is 
evaluated by comparing the color of the 
reconstituted product with the USDA 
Orange Juice Color Standards so that 
these color standards become points of 
reference. 

(2 * Su ch comparison is made under 
ificift l source of approximately 
150 candela intensity and having a 
spectral quality approximating that of 
daylight under a moderately overcast sky 


and a color temperature of 7500 degrees 
Kelvin, ±200 degrees. 

(3) The USDA Orange Juice Color 
Standards range from yellow-orange to 
yellow color, with USDA OJ 1 being the 
most orange color in the series. 

(b) Procedure in evaluating color . 

(1) Place the reconstituted juice in a 
clear glass test tube of 1 inch diameter. 

(2) Arrange color standards in a test 
tube rack or similar device so that light 
coming from above strikes the standards 
at a 45 degree angle. The standards are 
inclined at a 45 degree angle against a 
neutral grey background. Observe the 
standards and product at right angles to 
the tubes. 

(3) Classify the juice by inserting the 
tube of juice where it best fits in the ser¬ 
ies of color standards. Orange juice 
differing in color and brightness from 
the most nearly matching USDA Orange 
Juice Color Standard is evaluated by 
considering the amount of difference and 
its effect on the total appearance of the 
juice. 

(c) Availability of color standards. 
The USDA Orange Juice Color Stand¬ 
ards cited in this section are ofl&cial color 
standards which may also be applied to 
other orange juices. Information re¬ 
garding these color standards, and their 
availability, may be obtained from: 

Processed Products Standardization and In¬ 
spection Branch, 

Fruit and Vegetable Division, 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 

Washington, D.C., 20250. 

(d) (A Mfg.) Classification. Concen¬ 
trated orange juice for manufacturing of 
which the reconstituted juice possesses 
a reasonably good color may be given a 
score of 36 to 40 points. “Reasonably 
good color” means a reasonably good 
yellow to yellow-orange color, typical of 
properly processed and properly concen¬ 
trated orange juice and reasonably free 
from browning due to scorching, oxi¬ 
dation, carmelization, or other causes. 
Concentrated orange juice for manu¬ 
facturing that meets this criterion may 
be assigned score points in accordance 
with the following schedule: 


As compared with USDA Orange 

Juice Color Standards: Score 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 2_40 points 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 3_39 points 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 4_38 points 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 5_37 points 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 6-36 points 


(e) (C Mfg.) Classification. If the re¬ 
constituted juice possesses a fairly good 
color, a score of 32 to 35 points may be 
given. Concentrated orange juice for 
manufacturing that falls into this clas¬ 
sification shall not be graded above U.S. 
Grade C for manufacturing regardless 
of the total score for the product (this 
is a limiting rule). “Fairly good color” 
means that the juice may be slightly 
amber or very light in color and may 
show evidence of slight browning but is 
not off color for any reason. 

(f) (SStd Mfg.) Classification. If the 
reconstituted juice fails to meet the re¬ 


quirements of paragraph (e) of this sec¬ 
tion a score of 0 to 31 points may be 
given. Concentrated orange juice for 
manufacturing that falls into this classi¬ 
fication shall not be graded above 
Substandard, regardess of the total score 
for the product (this is a limiting rule). 

§ 52.2227 Defects. 

(a) General. The factor of defects 
concerns the degree of freedom from 
small seeds and portions thereof; from 
discolored specks, white flakes, harmless 
extraneous material, and other similar 
defects; and from juice sacs and particles 
of membrane, core, and peel in excess of 
that normally present in orange juice. 

(b) Small seeds and portions thereof. 
“Small seeds and portions thereof” 
means seed, whether fully developed or 
not, and particles of seed that could pass 
readily through round perforations Ye 
inch (3.2 mm.) in diameter. 

(c) (A) Classification. Concentrated 
Orange Juice for Manufacturing of 
which the reconstituted juice is practi¬ 
cally free from defects may be given a 
score of 18 to 20 points. “Practically free 
from defects” means that any combina¬ 
tion of defects present may no more than 
slightly detract from the appearance or 
drinking quality of the juice. 

(d) (C Mfg.) Classification. If the 
reconstituted juice is fairly free from de¬ 
fects, a score of 16 or 17 points may be 
given. Concentrated orange juice for 
manufacturing that falls into tills classi¬ 
fication shall not be graded above UJS. 
Grade C for Manufacturing, regardless 
of the total score for the product (this 
is a limiting rule). “Fairly free from 
defects” means that any combination of 
defects present may not seriously detract 
from the appearance or drinking quality 
of the juice. 

(e) (SStd. Mfg.) Classification. Con¬ 
centrated Orange Juice for Manufactur¬ 
ing that fails to meet the requirements 
of paragraph (d) of this section may be 
given a score of 0 to 15 points and shall 
not be graded above Substandard, re¬ 
gardless of the total score for the prod¬ 
uct (this is a limiting rule). 

§ 52.2228 Flavor. 

(a) (A Mfg.) Classification. Concen¬ 
trated orange juice for manufacture of 
which the reconstituted Juice possesses a 
reasonably good flavor may be given a 
score of 36 to 40 points. “Reasonably 
good flavor” means that the flavor is 
typical of reconstituted concentrated or¬ 
ange juice from properly processed and 
concentrated orange juice; that the 
flavor may range from high acidity to 
low acidity; is practically free from 
traces of scorching, carmelization, oxida¬ 
tion. or terpene; and is free from other 
off flavors of any kind. To score in this 
classification the ratio of the Brix value 
of the concentrate to the acid shall be not 
less than 8 to 1 nor more than 20 to 1. 

(b) (C Mfg.) Classification. If the 
reconstituted juice possesses a fairly 
good flavor, a score of 32 to 35 points 
may be given. Concentrated orange 
juice for manufacturing that falls into 
this classification shall not be graded 
above U.S. Grade C for manufacturing, 
regardless of the total score for the 
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product (this is a limiting rule). “Fairly 
good flavor” means a normal flavor for 
reconstituted concentrated orange juice: 
and that the flavor may range from high 
acidity to low acidity: may have a slight¬ 
ly caramelized or slightly oxidized flavor 
or may possess traces of terpene but is 
free from off flavors of any kind. To 
score in this classification the ratio of 
the Brix value of the concentrate to the 
acid shall be not less than 8 to 1 nor more 
than 24 to 1. 

(c) < SStd Mfg.) Classification. If the 
concentrated orange juice for manufac¬ 
turing fails to meet the requirements of 
paragraph (b) of this section, a score of 
0 to 31 points may be given. Concen¬ 
trated orange juice for manufacturing 
that falls into this classification shall not 
be graded above Substandard, regardless 
of the total score for the product (this is 
a limiting rule). 

Explanations and Methods of Analyses 

§ 52.2229 Definition* of terms and 
methods of analyse*. 

(a) Reconstituted juice. ‘‘Reconsti¬ 
tuted Juice” means the product obtained 
by thoroughly mixing the concentrate 
with the amount of distilled water to pro¬ 
duce an orange juice of between 11.8 and 
12.8 degrees Brix. 

(b) Reconstitutes properly. “Recon¬ 
stitutes properly” means that the con¬ 
centrate goes into solution readily; and 
that in approximately 250 ml. of the re¬ 
constituted Juice, after standing four (4) 
hours at a temperature of not less than 
68 degrees Fahrenheit in a clean glass 
cylinder (approximately VA inches (3 
cm.) in diameter, there may be a notice¬ 
able separation of suspended matter but 
any resulting zone of greater clarity 
shall be definitely turbid and not clear or 
transparent. 

(c) Acid. “Acid” means the percent 
by weight of total acidity, calculated as 
anhydrous citric acid, in the concen¬ 
trated orange Juice. Total acidity is de¬ 
termined by titration with standard 
sodium hydroxide solution, using phenol- 
phthalein as indicator. 

(d) Brix. “Brix” of the reconstituted 
juice means the degree Brix as deter¬ 
mined by the Brix hydrometer cali¬ 
brated at 20 degrees Centigrade (68 de¬ 
grees Fahrenheit) and to which any ap¬ 
plicable temperature correction has been 
applied. 

(e) Brix value. “Brix value” in con¬ 
centrated orange juice for manufactur¬ 
ing is the refractometric sucrose value 
determined in accordance with the “In¬ 
ternational Scale of Refractive Indices 
of Sucrose Solutions” and to which the 
applicable correction for acid is added 
(see Table I of this subpart for correc¬ 
tions) . The measurement of Brix value 
is determined on the concentrate in ac¬ 
cordance with the refractometric method 
for sugars and sugar products, outlined 
in the “Official Methods of Analyses of 
the Association of Official Agricultural 
Chemists.” 

(f) Brix value-acid ratio . The Brix 
value-acid ratio is the ratio of the Brix 
value of the concentrate in degrees Brix 


to the grams of anhydrous citric acid per 
100 grams of concentrate. 

Table I 1 —Corrections for Obtaining Brix 
Value 


Citric acid anhydrous 
(percent by 
weight) 


Correction to be added 
to refractometer su¬ 
crose value to obtain 
degree Brix value 


2.0..... 0.39 

2.2 . .43 

2.4 __- .47 

2.6 _ . 51 

!&8 

3.2 __ . 62 

3.4 _ . 66 

3.6 _ . 70 

3.8 _ .74 

4.0_ . 78 

4.2 ..—. .81 

4.4 . .85 

4.6 _ . 89 

4.8 _ . 93 

5.0___ . 97 


1 Source: “Refractometric Determination of 


Soluble Solids in Citrus Juices,” by J. W. 
Stevens and W. E. Baler, from the Analytical 
Edition of Industrial and Engineering Chem¬ 
istry. Vol. H, Page 447, August 15. 1939. 


Lot Compliance 


§ 52.2230 Ascertaining the grade of a 
lot. 

The grade of a lot of concentrated 
orange juice for manufacturing covered 
by these standards is determined by the 
procedures set forth in the Regulations 
Governing Inspection and Certification 
of Processed Fruits and Vegetables, 
Processed Products Thereof, and Certain 
Other Processed Food Products (§§52.1 
to 52.87). 

Score Sheet 


§ 52.2231 .Score sheet for concentrated 
orange juice for manufacturing. 


Size and kind of container..... 

Container mark or identification. -"" 

Label (including reconstitution factor)_.._ 

Liquid measure (fluid ounces)___ 

Vacuum (inches)____ 

Brix value (of concentrate)_______ 

Total acidity: 

As anhydrous citric_____ 

Percent by weight...... 

Brix value-acid ratio ( :1).... 

Reconstitute* properly: (yes) (no)...__ 

Preservative (or kind) (yes) (no)- 


Factors 


Score points 


Color. 

40 

A Mfg. 

C Mfg. 

3<M0 

‘32-35 


Defects... 

20 

SStd. Mffe. 

A Mfg. 

C Mfg. 

*0-31 

1&-20 

*16-17 


Flavor. 

40 

SStd. Mfg. 

A Mfg. 

C Mfg. 

1 9-15 
30-40 

1 32-36 


Total score. 

100 

SStd. Mfg. 

‘0-31 


Grade tor manufacturing. 



_ 


* Indicates limiting rule. 

Dated: September 10, 1964. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Marketing Services . 

(PR. Doc. 64-9381; Piled, Sept. 15. 1964; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Part 52 1 

CANNED CONCENTRATED ORANGE 
JUICE 

Proposed U.S. Standards for Grades 1 

Notice is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering a revision to the United States 
Standards for Grades of Canned Con¬ 
centrated Orange Juice (§§ 52.2251- 
52.2262) pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946 (secs. 202-208, 60 Stat. 1087, 
as amended; 7 UJS.C. 1621-1627). This 
revision, if made effective, will be the 
fourth issue by the Department of the 
grade standards for this product. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for consid¬ 
eration in connection with the proposal 
should file the same in duplicate, not 
later than 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register, with the 
Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Room 112, Administration Build¬ 
ing, Washington, D.C., 20250, where they 
will be available for public inspection 
during official hours of business (para¬ 
graph (b) of § 1.27, as amended at 29 
F.R.7311). 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the proposed revision. Definitions and 
standards of identity for canned concen¬ 
trated orange juice promulgated by the 
Food and Drug Administration, UB. De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare, became effective on July 1, 1964. 
except certain provisions pertaining to 
labeling which have been stayed pending 
judicial review. Since that date certain 
provisions of the United States Standards 
for Grades of Canned Concentrated 
Orange Juice which have been in effect 
since December 12, 1953, are in conflict 
with these definitions and identity re¬ 
quirements. The first consideration, 
therefore, is to bring the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture grade standards into con¬ 
formance with the Food and Drug defini¬ 
tions and identity requirements, compli¬ 
ance with which is mandatory In inter¬ 
state commerce. 

At this time it is appropriate to pro¬ 
pose other changes in the current stand¬ 
ards which would Improve their useful¬ 
ness or which would improve them tech¬ 
nically. 

The following specific changes (to¬ 
gether with explanations) from the cur¬ 
rent standards are proposed. 

(1) The product description would be 
revised to adopt the identity requirements 
of the Food and Drug standards for this 
product. The principal effect of this 
change would be (a) to allow only 10 
percent by volume of Mandarin orange 
juice (Citrus reticulata or hybrids there¬ 
of) and to allow any or all of this ten per¬ 
cent to consist of tangerine juice. I The 
present USDA grade standards permit 
unlimited Mandarin juice except that no 


' CompUance with the provisions of these 
standards shall not excuse failure to comp 
with the provisions of the Federal Fooa. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with applicam 
state laws and regulations. 
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tangerine juice is permitted); (b) to 
allow 5 percent by volume of the juice of 
sour oranges (Citrus aurantium). [No 
Citrus aurantium is now permitted under 
the USDA grade standards); and (c) to 
require that a product with added sweet¬ 
eners contain no less than 11.8 percent by 
weight of soluble orange solids in the re¬ 
constituted juice. 

(2> Score points would be realigned to 
allow a 10-point spread in each grade 
instead of 15 points. This conforms to 
current practice in most other U.S. grade 
standards for processed fruits and vege¬ 
tables. It does not, in itself, change the 
quality requirements for each grade. 

(3) The factor of color would be de¬ 
scribed to include evaluation by the com¬ 
parison of the color of the orange juice 
with that of Official USDA Color Stand- 
aids under standard conditions of light¬ 
ing and viewing. 

(4’ The various dilution factors in¬ 
cluded in the current standards would 
be omitted in order to comply with the 
standard of identity. Minimum con¬ 
centration would be 41.8 degrees Brix 
value—a 3+1 concentration. Any 
higher concentration would be permitted 
which would result, when reconstituted 
as directed, in a juice containing not 
less than 11.8 percent of soluble orange 
solids. 

(5) Under the style, with sweetener, 
the maximum Brix-acid ratios would be 
raised from 15:1 for both grades to 18:1 
in Grade A and 20:1 in Grade C. 

<6) Other changes included are minor 
and for the purpose of improving the 
format or presentation of the text. 

Product Description, Styles, Grades 

Sec. 

52.2251 Product description. 

52.2252 Styles. 

52.2253 Grades. 

Pill of Container 

52.2254 Recommended fill of container. 

Factors of Quality 

52.2255 Ascertaining the grade of a sample 

unit. 

52.2250 Ascertaining the rating for the fac¬ 
tors which are scored. 

52.2257 Color. 

52.2258 Defects. 

52.2259 Flavor. 

Explanations and Methods of Analyses 
52.2200 Definitions of terms and methods of 
analyses. 

Lot Compliance 

52.2261 Ascertaining the grade of a lot. 

Score Sheet 

52.2262 Score sheet for canned concentrated 

orange Juice. 

Authority: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under secs. 202-208. 60 Stat. 1087, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1621 - 1627 . 

Product Description, Styles, Grades 

$•>±2251 Product description. 

Canned concentrated orange juice (or 
canned orange juice concentrate) is the 
product as defined in the standards of 
identity (28 F.R. 10900, § 27.110) issued 
Pursuant to the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act. 

§ >2.2232 Styles. 

Without sweetener. The Brix 
ifJc U !u° r the flnis ^ed concentrate is not 
than degrees and shall be such 


that when reconstituted according to di¬ 
rections, the reconstituted juice tests not 
less than 11.8 degrees Brix. 

(b) With sweetener. The Brix value 
of the finished concentrate is not less 
than 42.0 degrees and shall be such that, 
when diluted according to directions, the 
reconstituted juice contains not less 
than 11.8 percent, by weight, of soluble 
orange solids. 

§ 52.2233 Grades. 

(a) "U.S. Grade A” (or “U.S. Fancy") 
is the quality of canned concentrated 
orange juice that reconstitutes properly 
and of which the reconstituted juice: 

(1) has an appearance reasonably char¬ 
acteristic of fresh orange juice, (2) has 
a very good color, (3) is practically free 
from defects, (4) possesses a good flavor, 
and (5) scores not less than 90 points 
when scored in accordance with the 
scoring system outlined in this subpart. 

(b) "U.S. Grade C" (or "U.S. Stand¬ 
ard") is the quality of canned concen¬ 
trated orange juice that reconstitutes 
properly and of which the reconstituted 
juice: (1) has a fairly good color, (2) is 
fairly free from defects, (3) possesses a 
fairly good flavor, and (4) scores not less 
than 80 points when scored in accord¬ 
ance with the scoring system outlined 
in this subpart. 

(c) "Substandard" Is the quality of 
canned concentrated orange juice that 
fails to meet the requirements of U.S. 
Grade C. 

Fill of Container 

§ 52.2254 Recommended fill of con¬ 
tainer. 

The recommended fill of container is 
not incorporated in the grades of the 
finished product since fill of container, as 
such, is not a factor of quality for the 
purposes of these grades. It is recom¬ 
mended that the container be as full of 
canned concentrated orange Juice as 
practicable without impairment of 
quality. 

Factors of Quality 

§ 52.2255 Ascertaining the grade of a 
sample unit. 

(a) General. The grade of a sample 
unit of canned concentrated orange 
juice is ascertained by considering the 
faculty of reconstituting properly and 
the appearance of the reconstituted juice, 
which are not scored; the ratings for 
the factors of color, defects, and flavor 
which are scored; the total score; and 
the limiting rules which may be appli¬ 
cable. 

(b) Factors rated by score points. 
The relative importance of each factor 
which is scored is expressed numerically 
on the scale of 100. The maximum 
number of points that may be given such 
factors are: 


Factors: Points 

Color _ 40 

Defects _ 20 

Flavor _ 40 


Total score___ 100 


§ 52.2256 Ascertaining the rating for 
the factors which arc scored. 

The essential variations within each 
factor which is scored are so described 


that the value may be ascertained for 
each factor and expressed numerically. 
The numerical range within each factor 
which is scored is inclusive (for example, 
"18 to 20 points" means 18, 19, or 20 
points). 

§ 52.2257 Color. 

(a) Evaluation of color. (1) The 
color of canned concentrated orange 
juice is evaluated by comparing the color 
of the product with the USDA Orange 
Juice Color Standards so that the color 
standards become points of reference. 

(2) Such comparison is made under 
an artificial light source of approximately 
150 candela intensity and having a spec¬ 
tral quality approximating that of day¬ 
light under a moderately overcast sky 
and a color temperature of 7500 degrees 
Kelvin, ±200 degrees. 

(3) The USDA Orange Juice Color 
Standards range from yellow-orange to 
yellow color, with USDA OJ 1 being the 
most orange color in the series. 

(b) Procedure in evaluating color . 

(1) Place the reconstituted product in 
a clear glass test tube of 1 inch diameter. 

(2) Arrange color standards in a test 
tube rack or similar device so that light 
coming from above strikes the standards 
at a 45 degree angle. The standards are 
inclined at a 45 degree angle against a 
neutral grey background. Observe the 
standards and product at right angles to 
the tubes. 

(3) Classify the color by inserting the 
tube of reconstituted juice where it best 
fits in the series of color standards. 
Orange juice differing in color and 
brightness from the most nearly match¬ 
ing USDA Orange Juice Color Standard 
is evaluated by considering the amount 
of difference and its effect on the total 
appearance of the juice. 

(c) Availability of color standards . 
The USDA Orange Juice Color Standards 
cited in this section are official color 
standards which may also be applied to 
other orange juices. Information re¬ 
garding these color standards, and their 
availability, may be obtained from: 

Processed Products Standardization and In¬ 
spection Branch, 

Fruit and Vegetable Division, 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 

Washington, D.C. 20250. 

(d) (A) Classification. Canned con¬ 
centrated orange juice of which the re¬ 
constituted juice possesses a very good 
color may be given a score of 36 to 40 
points. "Very good color" means a very 
good yellow to yellow-orange color that 
is bright and typical of rich-colored 
orange juice. Canned concentrated 
orange juice that meets this criterion 
may be assigned score points in accord¬ 
ance with the following schedule: 


As compared with USDA Orange 

Juice Color Standards: Score 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 2-40 points 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 3-39 points 

Much better than USDA OJ 4_38 points 

Equal to or slightly better than 

USDA OJ 4-37 points 

Equal to or better than USDA 

OJ 5-36 points 


(e) (C) Classification . If the recon¬ 
stituted juice possesses a fairly good 
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color, a score of 32 to 35 points may be 
given. Canned concentrated orange 
juice that falls into this classification 
shall not be graded above U.S. Grade C, 
regardless of the total score for the prod¬ 
uct (this is a limiting rule). “Fairly 
good color” means that the reconstituted 
juice may be slightly amber or very light 
in color and may show evidence of slight 
browning but is not off color for any rea¬ 
son. Canned concentrated orange juice 
that meets this criterion may be assigned 
score points in accordance with the fol¬ 
lowing schedule: 


As compared with USD A Orange 

Juice Color Standards: Score 

Better than USDA OJ 6, not as 

good as USDA OJ 5_35 points 

Equal to USDA OJ 6-34 points 

Not as good as USDA OJ 6_33 or 32 

points 


(f) ( SStd .) Classification. If the re¬ 
constituted juice fails to meet the re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (e) of this sec¬ 
tion a score of 0 to 31 points may be 
given. Canned concentrated orange 
Juice that falls into this classification 
shall not be graded above Substandard, 
regardless of the total score for the prod¬ 
uct (this is a limiting rule). 

§ 52.2258 Defects. 

(a) General. The factor of defects 
concerns the degree of freedom from 
smkll seeds and portions thereof; from 
discolored specks, white flakes, harmless 
extraneous material, and other similar 
defects; from recoverable oil; and from 
juice sacs and particles of membrane, 
core, and peel in excess of that normally 
present in orange juice. 

(b) Definitions—( 1) Small seeds and 
portions thereof. “Small seeds and por¬ 
tions thereof” means seed, whether fully 
developed or not, and particles of seed 
that could pass readily through round 
perforations Ye inch (3.2 mm.) in di¬ 
ameter. 

(2) Recoverable oil. “Recoverable 
oil” means oil recoverable by the method 
outlined in this subpart. 

(c) (A) Classification. Canned con¬ 
centrated orange juice of which the re¬ 
constituted juice is practically free from 
defects may be given a score of 18 to 20 
points. “Practically free from defects” 
means that any combination of defects 
present may no more than slightly de¬ 
tract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice. To score in this 
classification the canned concentrated 
orange juice shall contain a trace but 
not more than 0.0024 milliliter of recov¬ 
erable oil per degree Brix value per 100 
grams of the concentrate. 

(d) (C) Classification. If the recon¬ 
stituted juice is reasonably free from de¬ 
fects, a score of 16 or 17 points may be 
given. Canned concentrated orange 
juice that falls into this classification 
shall not be graded above U.S. Grade C, 
regardless of the total score for the prod¬ 
uct (this is a limiting rule). “Reason¬ 
ably free from defects” means that any 
combination of defects present may not 
seriously detract from the appearance 
or drinking quality of the juice. To 
score in this classification the canned 
concentrated orange juice may contain 
not more than 0.003 milliliter of recov¬ 


erable oil per degree Brix value per 100 
grams of the concentrate. 

(e) (SStd.) Classification. Canned 
concentrated orange juice that fails to 
meet the requirements of paragraph 
(d) of this section may be given a score 
of 0 to 15 points and shall not be graded 
above Substandard, regardless of the 
total score for the product (this is a 
limiting rule). 

§ 52.2259 Flavor. 

(a) (A) Classification. Canned con¬ 
centrated orange juice of which the 
reconstituted juice possesses a good 
flavor may be given a score of 36 to 40 
points. “Good flavor” means a distinct 
orange juice flavor, typical of reconsti¬ 
tuted orange juice from properly 
processed and concentrated orange juice. 
To score in this classification the concen¬ 
trate shall meet the following limits for 
the respective style: 

(1) Without sweetener. Brix value to 
acid ratio—not less than 11.5 to 1 nor 
more than 18 to 1. 

(2) With sweetener. Brix value to 
acid ratio—not less than 12.0 to 1 nor 
more than 18 to 1. 

(b) (C) Classification. If the recon¬ 
stituted juice possesses a fairly good 
flavor, a score of 32 to 35 points may be 
given. Canned concentrated orange 
juice that falls into this classification 
shall not be graded above U.S. Grade C, 
regardless of the total score for the 
product (this is a limiting rule). 
“Fairly good flavor” mean that the flavor 
is normal for reconstituted canned con¬ 
centrated orange juice and may have a 
slightly caramelized or slightly oxidized 
flavor but is free from abnormal flavors 
and off flavors of any kind. To score in 
this classification the canned concen¬ 
trated orange juice shall meet the follow¬ 
ing requirements for the respective style: 

(1) Without sweetener. Brix value to 
acid ratio—not less than 9.5 to 1 nor 
more than 20 to 1. 

(2) With sweetener. Brix value to 
acid ratio—not less than 10 to 1 nor 
more than 20 to 1. 

(c) (SStd.) Classification. If the 
canned concentrated orange juice fails 
to meet the requirements of paragraph 
(b) of this section, a score of 0 to 31 
points may be given, canned concen¬ 
trated orange juice that falls into this 
classification shall not be graded above 
Substandard, regardless of the total 
score for the product (this is a limiting 
rule). 

Explanations and Methods of Analyses 

§ 52.2260 Definitions of terms and 
methods of analyses. 

(a) Reconstituted juice. “Reconsti¬ 
tuted juice” means the product obtained 
by thoroughly mixing the concentrate 
with the amount of water prescribed 
on the label or other appropriate 
directions. 

(b) Reconstitutes properly. “Recon¬ 
stitutes properly” means that the con¬ 
centrate goes into solution readily; and 
that in approximately 250 ml. of 
the reconstituted juice, after standing 
four (4) hours at a temperature of not 
less than 68 degrees Fahrenheit in a 
clear glass cylinder (approximately IYa 


inches (3 cm.) in diameter), there may 
be a noticeable separation of suspended 
matter but any resulting zone of greater 
clarity shall be definitely turbid and not 
clear or transparent. 

(c) Acid. “Acid” means the percent 
by weight of total acidity, calculated as 
anhydrous citric acid. Total acidity is 
determined by titration with standard 
sodium hydroxide solution, using phenol - 
phthalein as indicator. 

(d) Brix value. “Brix value” in 
canned concentrated orange juice is the 
refractometric sucrose value determined 
in accordance with the “International 
Scale of Refractive Indices of Sucrose 
Solutions” and to which the applicable 
correction for acid is added (see Table I 
of this subpart for corrections). The 
measurement of Brix value is determined 
on the concentrate in accordance with 
the refractometric method for sugars 
and sugar products, outlined in the 
“Official Methods of Analysis of the 
Association of Official Agricultural 
Chemists.” 

(e) Brix value-acid ratio. The Brix 
value-acid ratio is the ratio of the Brix 
value of the concentrate in degrees Brix 
to the grams of anhydrous citric per 100 
grams of concentrate. 

Table 1 1 —Corrections for Obtaining Brix 
Value 

Correction to be 
added to refrac- 
tometer sucrose 
Citric acid, antay- value to obtain 

drous (percent degree Brix 

by weight) : value 

2.0_ 0 . 39 

2.2 . . —-. .43 

2.4 . .47 

2.6 . .l._ .51 

2.8 . ..7.. . - .54 

3.0 .___...58 

3.2 . .. .62 

3.4 .. . • 66 

3.6 _ • 70 

3.8 . 74 

4.0_ • 73 

4.2 .-.- 61 

4.4. .85 

4.6 . -89 

4.8.._ -93 

5.0 . -97 

1 Source: '‘Refractometric Determination of 
Soluble Solids in Citrus Juices." by J. W. 
Stevens and W. B. Baler, from the Analytical 
Edition of Industrial and Engineering 
Chemistry, Vol. II, Page 447, August 15. 1939. 

(f) Recoverable oil . “Recoverable oil" 
is determined by the following method: 

(1) Equipment. Oil separatory trap 
similar to either of those illustrated in 
Figure 1 J or Figure 2.* 

Gas burner or hot plate. 

Ringstand and clamps. 

Rubber tubing. 

3-liter narrow-neck flask. 

(2) Procedure, (i) Place exactly 400 
grams of the concentrate, mixed with 
water to approximately two liters, in a 
3-liter flask. Close the stopcock, place 
distilled water in the graduated tube, 
run cold water through the condense 1 
from the bottom to top. and bring the 
solution to a boil. Continue boiling for 
one hour at the rate of approximately yo 
drops per minute. 

1 Piled as part of the original document. 
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(ii) By means of the stopcock, lower 
the oil into the graduated portion of the 
separatory trap. Remove the trap from 
the flask, allow it to cool, and record the 
amount of oil recovered. 

(iii) The milliliters of recoverable oil 
per degree Brix value per 100 grams of 
the concentrate is determined as follows: 
ml. recoverable oil per degree Brix value per 
100 grams conc.= 

ml. recovered oil 
4 (Brix value of concentrate) 

Lot Compliance 

§ 52.2261 Ascertaining the grade of a 

lot. 

The grade of a lot of canned con¬ 
centrated orange juice covered by these 
standards is determined by the proce¬ 
dures set forth in the Regulations Gov¬ 
erning Inspection and Certification of 
Processed Fruits and Vegetables, Proc¬ 
essed Products Thereof, and Certain 
Other Processed Food Products (§§ 52.1 
to 52.87). 


Score Sheet 

§ 52.2262 Score sheet for canned con¬ 
centrated orange juice. 


Size and kind of container___ 

Container mark or identiflcation..* 

Label dndading dilution factor, if any). 

Liquid measure (fluid ounces)___— 

Vacuum (inches) ____ 

Brix value (of concentrate).... 

Style . ...-.. 

Toinl aridity: 

As anhydrous citric_ 

Percent by weight_______ 

Brix value-acid ratio ( :1).. 

Recoverable oil (rnl./lOO gin./degree Brix val.)_ 

Reconstitutes properly: (yes) (no)___ 

Apj* nr,nice of fresh juice: (yea) (no). 


Factors 

Score points 


Color_... ,, 

40 

20 

40 

100 

f(A) 30-40 

(C) 132-36 

(SStd.) 1 0-31 
(A) 18-20 

(C) > 10-17 

(SStd.) 1 0-15 
(A) 30-40 

(C) »32-36 

(SStd.) *0-31 


Defects. 

Flavor_ 

Total score.. 

Grade_ 









1 Indicates limiting rule. 

Dated: September 10,1964. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9379; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.J 


[ 7 CFR Part 1013 1 

(Docket No. AO-286-A7] 

MILK in SOUTHEASTERN FLORIDA 
MARKETING AREA 
Notice of Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Market- 
ing Agreement and Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cuUunti Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937 a s amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
Procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 

No. 181- 4 


orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of a public hearing to be held in 
the Pier 66 Motor Hotel. 2301 Southeast 
17th Street Causeway, Fort Lauderdale, 
Fla., beginning at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., on 
September 24, 1964, with respect to pro¬ 
posed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and to the order, 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Southeastern Florida marketing area. 

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and marketing conditions 
which relate to the proposed amend¬ 
ments, hereinafter set forth, and any 
appropriate modifications thereof, to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Proposed by Independent Dairy Farm¬ 
ers’s Association, Inc.: 

Proposal No. 1. Amend § 1013.11(a) 
by deleting the words “50 percent” and 
substitute therefore the words “60 per¬ 
cent”. and by deleting the words “20 per¬ 
cent of such receipts” where they appear 
following the reference to § 1013.41(a) 
and substitute in their place the words 
“10 percent of such receipts or an aver¬ 
age of 1,500 pounds per day, whichever 
is less”. 

Proposal No. 2. Amend subparagraph 

(3) of paragraph (a) of § 1013.46 to read 
as follows: 

§ 1013.46 Allocation of skim milk and 
butterfat classified. 

• « • • • 

(a) • • • 

(3) Subtract in the order specified be¬ 
low from the pounds of skim milk re¬ 
maining in each class, the pounds of 
skim milk in each of the following: 

(i) In series beginning with Class m, 
other source milk as specified in § 1013.14 

(b); 

(ii) In series beginning with Class IV: 

(a) Receipts of milk products desig¬ 
nated pursuant to §1013.41 (a) for which 
Grade A certification is not established, 
or which are from unidentified sources; 

(b) Receipts of milk products desig¬ 
nated pursuant to § 1013.41(a) from a 
producer-handler, as defined under this 
or any other Federal order; and 

(c) Other source milk received from 
dairy farmers; 

* • • * • 

Proposal No. 3. Amend subparagraph 

(4) of paragraph (a) of § 1013.46 to read 
as follows: 

§ 1013.46 Allocation of skim milk and 
but ter fat classified. 


(a) ♦ • • 

(4) Subtract in the order specified be¬ 
low, from the pounds of skim milk re¬ 
maining in Class IV and/or Class HI and 
Class n (beginning with Class IV unless 
otherwise specified) but not in excess of 
such quantity or quantities: 

(i) Receipts of milk and skim milk 
from an unregulated supply plant; 

(a) For which the handler requests 
such utilization; or 

(b) Which are in excess of the pounds 
of skim milk determined by multiplying 


the pounds of skim milk remaining in 
Class I milk by 1.10 and substracting the 
sum of the pounds of skim milk in pro¬ 
ducer milk, receipts from pool plants of 
other handlers, and receipts in bulk from 
other order plants; and 

(ii) Receipts of milk products desig¬ 
nated pursuant to § 1013.41(a) in bulk 
from an other order plant in excess of 
similar transfers to such plant, if Class 
m or Class II utilization, respectively, 
was requested by the operator of such 
plant and the handler; 

• • • • • 

Proposal No. 4. Amend § 1013.46(a) 
(8) (i) by deleting the words “in series 
beginning with Class in and thereafter 
from Class n’\ and substituting in the 
place the words “in series beginning with 
Class IV. and thereafter from Class III 
and Class n”. 

Proposal No. 5. Amend §§ 1013.50 and 
1013.72 to provide that the basic butter- 
fat test be changed from 4.0 percent to 
3.5 percent. 

Proposal No. 6. Amend § 1013.62(b) to 
read: 

§ 1013.62 Obligations of handler oper¬ 
ating a partially regulated distribut¬ 
ing plant. 

♦ * • • • 

(b) An amount computed as follows: 

(1) Determine the respective amounts 
of skim milk and butterfat disposed of 
as Class I milk on routes in the market¬ 
ing area; 

(2) Deduct the respective amounts of 
skim milk and butterfat received as Class 
I milk at the partially regulated distrib¬ 
uting plant from pool plants and other 
order plants, except that deducted under 
a similar provision of another order 
issued pursuant to the Act; 

(3) Combine the amounts of skim milk 
and butterfat remaining into one total 
and determine the weighted average but¬ 
terfat content; and 

(4) From the value of such milk at the 
Class I price applicable at the location 
of the nonpool plant, subtract its value 
at the Class III price. 

Proposal No. 7. Amend § 1013.82(b) 
(2) to read as follows: 

§ 1013.82 Payments to the producer- 
settlement fund. 


(*>)*♦• 

(2) The value at the Class in price 
with respect to other source milk for 
which a value is computed pursuant to 
§ 1013.70(e). 

Proposed by the Milk Marketing Or¬ 
ders Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service: 

Proposal No. 8. Make such changes 
as may be necessary to make the entire 
marketing agreement and the order con¬ 
form with any amendments thereto that 
may result from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and the 
order may be procured from the Market 
Administrator, P.O. Box 4886. Fort Lau¬ 
derdale, Fla., 33304, or from the Hearing 
Clerk, Room 112-A, Administration 
Building, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C., 20250, or 
may be there inspected. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 11,1964. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator. 

[Fit. Doc. 64-9401: Piled, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:50 a.m.l 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

E 14 CFR Part 71 ENew] ] 

l Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-42] 

CONTROL ZONE, CONTROL AREA 
EXTENSION AND TRANSITION AREA 

Proposed Alteration, Revocation and 
Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency Is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would revoke the control area ex¬ 
tension, alter the control zone and desig¬ 
nate a transition area at Muscle Shoals, 
Ala. 

The Muscle Shoals, Ala., control area 
extension is presently described as that 
airspace within 8 miles cast and 12 miles 
west of the Muscle Shoals VOR 002* 
radial extending from 7 miles north to 
39 miles north of the VOR, and within 
5 miles either side of the Muscle Shoals 
VOR 112° and 292° radials extending 
from the VOR to 20 miles southeast and 
northwest. 

The Muscle Shoals, Ala., control zone 
is presently designated as that area with¬ 
in a 5-mile radius of Muscle Shoals Air¬ 
port (latitude 34°44'45" N., longitude 
81°36'35" W.) and within 2 miles either 
side of the Muscle Shoals VOR 112° and 
292° radials extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12 miles southeast of the 
VOR. 

The Federal Aviation Agency, having 
completed a comprehensive review of the 
terminal airspace structure requirements 
in the Muscle Shoals. Ala., terminal area, 
including studies attendant to the im¬ 
plementation of the provisions of CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29, proposes the 
airspace actions hereinafter set forth. 

1. The Muscle Shoals, Ala., control area 
extension would be revoked. 

2. The Muscle Shoals, Ala., control zone 
would be redescribed as that area within 
a 5-mile radius of Muscle Shoals Airport 
and within 2 miles each side of the Mus¬ 
cle Shoals VOR 292° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the VOR. 

3. A Muscle Shoals, Ala., transition 
area would be described as that airspace 
extending upward from 700 feet above 
the surface within a 7-mile radius of 
Muscle Shoals Airport; that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 1,200 feet above the 
surface within 8 miles north and 5 miles 
south of the Muscle Shoals VOR 112° 
and 292° radials extending 5 miles west 
and 13 miles east of the VOR, within 5 
miles each side of the Muscle Shoals 
VOR 297° radial extending from 5 miles 
west to 18 miles west of the VOR, and 
within 8 miles west and 5 miles east of 
the Muscle Shoals VOR 002° radial ex¬ 
tending from the VOR to a point 30 
miles north of the VOR. 

The proposed control zone is necessary 
to protect prescribed instrument ap¬ 


proach and departure procedures. The 
proposed transition area is necessary to 
protect prescribed instrument departure 
procedures, holding patterns, missed ap¬ 
proaches and a procedure turn maneu¬ 
vering area. 

The floors of airways which traverse 
the transition area proposed herein would 
automatically coincide with the floors of 
the transition area. 

Certain minor revisions to prescribed 
instrument procedures and minimum al¬ 
titudes would be effected in conjunction 
with the actions proposed herein, but 
operational complexities would not be in¬ 
creased nor would aircraft performance 
characteristics or present landing mini- 
mums be adversely affected. Specific de¬ 
tails of these changes to procedures and 
minimum instrument flight altitudes may 
be examined by contacting the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Southern Region. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. 
Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. All 
communications received within thirty 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be cbnsidered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made 
by contacting the Chief, Air Traffic Di¬ 
vision. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Southern Regional Office, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whip¬ 
ple Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director , Southern Region. 

[PR. Doc. 64-9372; Filed, Sept. 16, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.[ 


[14 CFR Part 71 [New! 1 

| Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-50| 

CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 f NewJ of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations, the substance 
of which is stated below. 

The Crestview, Fla., control zone is 
designated as that airspace within a 
5-mile radius of Crestview Airport (lat¬ 
itude 30°47'30" N., longitude 86°33'50" 


W.); within 2 miles either side of the 
088° bearing from the Crestview RBN 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
10 miles E of the RBN and within 2 miles 
either side of the Crestview VOR 109° 
and 289° radials extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to 10 miles W of the 
VOR. 

The FAA has under consideration al¬ 
teration of the Crestview control zone by 
redefining it as that airspace within a 
5-mile radius of Crestview (Bob Sikes) 
Airport (latitude 30°46'47" N., longitude 
86°31'21" W.); within 2 miles each side 
of the 032° bearing from the Crestview 
RBN extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles NE of the RBN and within 
2 miles each side of the Crestview VOR- 
TAC 111° radial extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to the VORTAC. 
This would reference the control zone 
to the new Crestview (Bob Sikes) Air¬ 
port, recently constructed to replace the 
older Crestview Airport, and would pro¬ 
vide protection for aircraft executing 
planned instrument approach proce¬ 
dures to the new airport. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region. Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. 
Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga.. 30320. All 
communications received within thirty 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements for 
informal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. Any data, views or argu¬ 
ments presented during such confer¬ 
ences must also be submitted in writing 
in accordance with this notice in order 
to become part of the record for consid¬ 
eration. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Southern Regional Office, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whip¬ 
ple Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in East Point. Ga., on August 
28, 1964. 

Arvin O. Basinglel. 

Director , Southern Region. 

[FJR. Doc. 64-9373; Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.l 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [Newl 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-511 

CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 [Newl 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would expand the Miami, Fla., 
control zone to include the Tamia; * 
Airport. 
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The Miami, Fla. (International Air¬ 
port * control zone is designated as that 
airspace within a 5-mile radius of Miami 
Interna tlonal Airport (latitude 25°47'- 
35" N.. longitude 80°17'10" W.); within 
2 miles either side of the Miami Runway 
9-L ILS localizer W course extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the Run¬ 
way 9-L ILS OM; within 2 miles either 
side of the Miami Runway 27-L ILS 
localizer E course extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to the Runway 27-L 
ILS OM, and within 2 miles either side of 
the Miami VORTAC 138° radial extend¬ 
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
VOETAC. 

It is proposed to alter the Miami con- 
i ne to include that airspace within 
a 3-mile radius of the Tamiami Airport 
(latitude 25°45'15" N.. longitude 80°22'- 
35" W.h It is FAA policy to include 
all airports served by an FAA control 
tower, as is the case with Tamiami Air¬ 
port, within control zones. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traf¬ 
fic Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. All 
communications received within thirty 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made 
by contacting the Chief, Air Traffic 
Division. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of com¬ 
ments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point. Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 UJS.C. 1348). 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Septem¬ 
ber 1, 1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director, Southern Region . 

IFH. Doc. 64-9374; Piled, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.) 


I 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-EA-31] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 
[New] of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions which would designate a 700 foot 
transition area at Fredericksburg, Va. 

The Federal Aviation Agency proposes 
designate a transition area at 
Fredericksburg, Va. which would in¬ 
clude that airspace within a five mile 


radius of Shannon Airport and within 
two miles each side of the Brooke. Va. 
VOR 226° true radial extending from 
the five mile radius area to the VOR. 

This transition area would provide 
protection for aircraft utilizing instru¬ 
ment arrival and departure procedures 
prescribed for Shannon Airport. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Eastern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, Fed¬ 
eral Building, John F. Kennedy Inter¬ 
national Airport, Jamaica, N.Y., 11430. 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination at the office of Regional 
Counsel, Eastern Region, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Federal Building, John F. 
Kennedy International Airport, Jamaica, 
N.Y. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Jamaica, N.Y. on August 27, 
1964. 


Oscar Bakke, 
Director, Eastern Region. 


(F.R. Doc. 64-9375; Filed, Sept. 15. 1964; 
8:48 a.m.J 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-37] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 TNew] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would designate a transition area 
at Toccoa, Ga. 

The FAA proposal would designate a 
transition area as that airspace extend¬ 
ing upward from 700 feet above the sur¬ 
face within a 4-mile radius of the Toccoa, 
Ga.. Airport (latitude 34°35'35" N., 
longitude 83° 17'45" W.); within 2 miles 
each side of the 180° and 360° radials of 
the Toccoa VOR extending from the 4- 
mile radius area to 6 miles north of the 
VOR; including that airspace extending 
upward from 1200 feet above the surface 
5 miles west and 8 miles east of the 360° 
radial of the Toccoa VOR extending from 
the VOR to 12 miles north of the VOR. 

The proposed Toccoa transition area 
would provide protection for aircraft 
executing prescribed instrument holding, 
ariival and departure procedures at 
Toccoa Airport. 


Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in duplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. 
Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. All com¬ 
munications received within thirty days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements for 
informal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency officials may be made by 
contacting the Chief, Air Traffic Division. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Septem¬ 
ber 4, 1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director ; Southern Region. 

[FR. Doc. 64-9376; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:48 ajn.J 


[14 CFR Part 71 [New! 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-40] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The FAA has under consideration the 
designation of a transition area at Aiken, 
South Carolina. The proposed transi¬ 
tion area would extend upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile 
radius of the Aiken Airport (latitude 
33°39'10" N., longitude 81°41'25" W.); 
within 2 miles each side of the 289° bear¬ 
ing from the Aiken RBN extending from 
the 6-mile radius area to 8 miles west 
of the RBN. The action proposed herein 
would provide protection for aircraft ex¬ 
ecuting prescribed instrument holding, 
arrival and departure procedures at the 
Aiken Airport. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. 
Box 20636, Atlanta, Georgia, 30320. All 
communications received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made by 
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contacting the Chief, Air Traffic Division. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted In writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Southern Regional Office. Federal 
Aviation Agency, Room 724,3400 Whipple 
Street. East Point, Georgia. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on 
September 1, 1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director J Southern Region . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9377; Filed. Sept. 15. 1964; 

8:48 a.m.l 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Parts 2, 73 1 

[Docket No. 15578] 

VOR TEST FACILITIES 

Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 
2 and 73 of the Commission’s Rules to 
permit the use of the frequency 108.0 
Mc/s by VOR test facilities. 

The Commission having before it a re¬ 
quest submitted by Aeronautical Radio, 
Inc. (ARINC), that the time of filing 
comments in the above-captioned pro¬ 
ceeding be extended a minimum of 10 
days; and 

It appearing, that additional time is 
required by ARINC for the preparation 
of meaningful comments, and that com¬ 
ments from ARINC will be useful to the 
Commission in resolving the issues in 
this proceeding; and 

It further appearing, that administra¬ 
tive considerations permit an extension 
of 14 days but not more, and that the 
grant of a 14-day extension will serve 
the public interest, convenience and 
necessity; 

It is ordered, This 9th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1964, pursuant to § 0.281(d) (8) of 
the rules and regulations, that the time 
for filing comments in the above-cap¬ 
tioned proceeding is extended from 


September 8.1964, to September 22, 1964, 
and that the time for filing reply com¬ 
ments is extended from September 18, 
1964, to October 2, 1964. 

Released: September 10, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9352; Filed. Sept. 15. 1964; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 87 ] 

[Docket No. 15579] 

LICENSING OF RADIO-NAVIGATION 
LAND TEST STATIONS 

Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments 

The Commission has before it for con¬ 
sideration a petition of the Aerospace 
Fl ight Test Coordinating Council 
(AFTRCC) filed September 4, 1964, re¬ 
questing an extension of time. In the 
above-entitled proceeding, from Sep¬ 
tember 8, 1964, to October 8, 1964, for 
comments and September 18, 1964, to 
October 18, 1964, for reply comments; 
and 

It appearing, that t his is a matter of 
direct interest to the AFTRCC member¬ 
ships; and 

It appearing, that an AFTRCC meet¬ 
ing was held on September 1-3, 1964, 
where this matter was considered and 
the comment period will not allow suffi¬ 
cient time after this meeting for the 
preparation and submission of com¬ 
ments by September 8; and 

It appearing, that an extension of 
time will not hamper the administrative 
processes and will allow time for com¬ 
ments which may prove helpful to the 
Commission in arriving at its decision in 
this matter. 

It is ordered. This 8th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1964, that pursuant to § 0.331(b) (4) 
of the Commission’s rules the time for 
filing original comments in the above- 
entitled proceeding is extended to Oc¬ 
tober 8, 1964, and the time for reply 
comments is extended to October 18, 
1964. 

Released: September 10, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9353; Filed, Sept. 15. 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 









Notices 


Florida 

Original name of stockyard, location, and date Current name of stockyard and date of 
of posting change in name 

Jacksonville Livestock Auction Co., Inc., Jackson- Jacksonville Livestock Auction Co., 
vllle, June 18. 1962. Whitehouse, Mar. 23. 1963. 

Kansas 

Kinsley Livestock Sales Co.. Kinsley. June 9, 1969 Kinsley Livestock Commission Co., 

Aug. 3,1964. 

Minnesota 

Lafayette Livestock Yards, Lafayette, Oct. 6. 1959 Southern Minnesota Livestock Co., 

Aug. 1,1964. 

Missouri 

Gallatin Livestock Auction, Inc., Gallatin. May 20, Gallatin Livestock Auction Co., Inc- 
1959 . Aug. 19,1964. 

Nebraska 

Morrison Livestock Commission Co., Inc., Gering. Morrison Livestock Commission Co., 
Apr. 8, 1959. Aug. 14,1964. 

Texas 

Haskell Livestock Auction Co., Haskell. Oct. 11, Haskell Auction Co., Aug. 7,1964. 

1963. 

Vermont 

Hicks Commission Sales & Co., Morrisville, Nov. 18, Hicks Commission Sales, Feb. 10, 1964. 
1959. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 10th day of September 1964. 

H. L. Jones, 

Chief , Rates and Registrations Branch, Packers and 

Stockyards Division, Agricultural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9382; Filed, Sept. 15,1964; 8:48 am.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 
LOUIS F. FRAZZA 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro¬ 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported In the Federal Register during 
the past six months; 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of April 24, 

1964. 

Louis F. Frazza. 

[FU. Doc. 64-9395; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
HOFFMAN-LA ROCHE, INC. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive Silicon Dioxide 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 4A 1462) has been filed by Hoff¬ 
mann-La Roche, Inc., Nutley, New Jersey, 
07110, proposing an amendment to 
5 121.1058 Silicon dioxide to provide for 
the safe use of this additive as an ab¬ 
sorbent for dl-a-tocopheryl acetate and 
panthenol in foods for special dietary 
use. 

Dated: September 9, 1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 

for Regulations. 

(PR. Doc. 64-9396; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

JACKSONVILLE LIVESTOCK AUCTION 
CO., INC., ET AL. 

Notice of Changes in Names of Posted 
Stockyards 

It has been ascertained, and notice is 
hereby given, that the names of the live¬ 
stock markets referred to herein, which 
were posted on the respective dates 
specified below as being subject to the 
provisions of the Packers and Stockyards 
Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.), have been changed as indicated 
below. 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR 
TRANSFER OF COMMERCIAL AEC 
RADIOISOTOPE PRODUCTION AND 
DISTRIBUTION ACTIVITIES TO PRI¬ 
VATE INDUSTRY 
Request for Public Comment 

Since 1946, the United States Atomic 
Energy Commission has produced and 
processed radioisotopes in its own facili¬ 
ties and distributed them for govern¬ 
mental and private use. In recent years, 
private facilities have become available 
which are capable of producing and 
processing radioisotopes. AEC policy 
provides that it will not compete with 
private sources of supply of material 
when such are reasonably available com¬ 
mercially. Accordingly, over the past 
years the Commission has discontinued 
production and distribution of selected 
types, quantities and qualities of radio¬ 
isotopes as these have become available 
from private sources. 

There is currently a rapidly growing 
Industrial interest in undertaking private 
production and distribution of increasing 
numbers of radioisotopes presently being 
distributed by AEC. The Commission 
therefore wishes to reaffirm at this time 
its policy and intent to transfer its com¬ 
mercial radioisotope production and dis¬ 
tribution activities to private industry as 
rapidly as possible consistent with the 
over-all national interest. To provide 
for the orderly transfer from AEC to 
private operation, the Commission has 
developed, and hereby solicits public 
comment upon, proposed policies and 
procedures for effecting such transfer. 


Interested persons should direct their 
comments to the Secretary, U.S.A.E.C., 
Washington, D.C., 20545, within 60 days 
from date of publication of notice in the 
Federal Register on September 16.1964. 

Proposed Policies and Procedures for 

Transfer of Commercial AEC Radio¬ 
isotope Production and Distribution 

Activities to Private Industry 

The proposed policies and procedures 
encompass: 

a. The establishment of guidelines 
governing AEC withdrawal from produc¬ 
tion and distribution of particular radio¬ 
isotopes, either voluntarily or upon peti¬ 
tion of a private organization. 

b. The establishment of a petition pro¬ 
cedure by which private organizations 
may formally request AEC withdrawal 
from the production and distribution of 
particular radioisotopes. 

c. The application of AEC radioiso¬ 
tope pricing policy. 

d. The AEC position with respect to 
its conduct of radioisotope production 
technology research and development on 
those radioisotopes from which it has 
withdrawn from production and distri¬ 
bution. 

Withdrawal guidelines. 1. The AEC 
will voluntarily withdraw from the com¬ 
mercial production and distribution of 
particular radioisotopes whenever it de¬ 
termines that such radioisotopes are 
reasonably available from commercial 
sources. 

2. The AEC will withdraw from the 
commercial production and distribution 
of particular radioisotopes on petition 
from a private organization based upon 
a demonstrable private capability and 
encompassing the following but recog- 
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nizing that all these factors need not be 
completely satisfied: 

a. There is effective competition in the 
production and distribution of the radio¬ 
isotopes in question; however, a single 
source of supply under certain conditions 
may be acceptable (e.g. f very limited 
market). Foreign producers will be ac¬ 
cepted in determining effective competi¬ 
tion provided they are actively market¬ 
ing the radioisotopes in the U.S. 

b. There is assurance that the private 
producers will not discontinue the ven¬ 
ture in a manner that would adversely 
affect the public interest, to the extent 
resumption of production by AEC would 
involve a significant delay. 

c. The proposed private radioisotope 
prices are reasonable and consistent with 
encouragement of research and develop¬ 
ment and use. 

Government isotope requirements. It 
is the Atomic Energy Commission’s pol¬ 
icy to obtain radioisotopes from commer¬ 
cial sources where it has formally with¬ 
drawn from the production and distri¬ 
bution of those radioisotopes. However, 
tlie AEC maintains the right to produce 
an isotope for Government use in those 
circumstances where the Government is 
a substantial user, or the use is of special 
programmatic interest to the AEC, and, 
where procurement from industry would 
result in significantly higher cost to the 
Government. 

Filing a petition. 1. An organization 
requesting that the AEC withdraw from 
the production and distribution of a par¬ 
ticular radioisotope may submit a formal 
petition to this effect. Such a petition 
should contain sufficient evidence to 
demonstrate adequate technical, finan¬ 
cial and managerial resources, as well as 
seriousness of intent. 

2. The petition should include: 

a. Product specifications to show evi¬ 
dence of their comparability to AEC 
products or adequacy to meet user 
demands. 

b. Estimate of current demand. (The 
petitioner’s production capabilities in 
conjunction with that of other suppliers 
should be adequate to meet this 
demand.) 

c. The petitioning organization’s pro¬ 
duction. processing and distribution ca¬ 
pability, including identification of the 
production facilities (e.g., nuclear reac¬ 
tors and/or cyclotrons) available to it 
and the extent of commitment upon 
them in relation to market requirements. 

d. Price schedule. 

e. Delivery schedule. 

f. Proposed date of AEC withdrawal. 

The AEC may request additional infor¬ 
mation if the above information is in¬ 
adequate for AEC to make a finding. 

3. Upon making a finding favorable 
to the petition, the AEC will publish for 
public comment: 

a. The private organization’s petition 
or a summary thereof, exclusive of com¬ 
pany confidential information, and will 
designate the place where a copy of the 
petition, exclusive of company confi¬ 
dential information, may be seen. (The 
petitioner should identify those portions 
of his petition which contain company 
confidential information; however, the 


information published must be sufficient 
to permit meaningful public comment). 

b. A notice of AEC’s intent to with¬ 
draw. 

AEC will make a final decision on the 
withdrawal petition upon receipt and 
evaluation of public comment. 

4. Upon making an unfavorable de¬ 
cision on a petition, either prior to or 
subsequent to receipt of public comment, 
AEC will inform the petitioning organi¬ 
zation of the reasons for its decision. 

5. When AEC determines to withdraw 
voluntarily from the commercial pro¬ 
duction and distribution of particular 
radioisotopes, it will similarly publish a 
notice of such intent for public comment. 

AEC radioisotope prices. 1 . AEC 
radioisotope prices will be established to 
provide reasonable compensation to the 
Government (which ordinarily will be 
the higher of AEC full cost recovery or 
reasonable commercial rates) unless 
this would significantly interfere with 

(a) research and development and use 
or (b> encouragement of private sources 
of supply. In individual cases, if (a) and 

(b) cannot be equally accommodated, 
greater weight will be given to encour¬ 
agement of research and development 
and use. 

2. The AEC will publish a 30 day prior 
notice of proposed price changes, includ¬ 
ing the reasons for the proposed changes. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(FCC 64-841] 

STANDARD BROADCAST APPLICA¬ 
TION READY AND AVAILABLE FOR 
PROCESSING 

September 10, 1964. 
The application listed below was ten¬ 
dered for filing on August 28, 1964, re¬ 
questing authority to restore regular 
operations of Station KIBH as soon as 
possible: 

KIBH Seward, Alaska. 

Seward Broadcasting Corp. 

Has: 1340 kc, 250 w, S.H. (12 Noon to Mid¬ 
night) . 


3. The AEC will not change the price 
of a radioisotope during the period it is 
reviewing a petition for AEC withdrawal 
from production and distribution of that 
isotope. 

AEC radioisotope production tech¬ 
nology research. 1. AEC will place the 
conduct of radioisotope production tech¬ 
nology research and development it 
deems necessary to be carried out with 
groups most qualified to perform such 
work, whether these be AEC facilities 
or private organizations. 

3. AEC will conduct or support pro¬ 
duction technology research and develop¬ 
ment on radioisotopes from which it has 
withdrawn as it deems necessary, but 
only to the extent that AEC has satis¬ 
fied itself that industry is unable, is un¬ 
willing or simply is not carrying out such 
work adequately or where it determines 
that direct AEC effort is necessary in the 
interest of the atomic energy program. 
(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201) 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 4th 
day of September 1964. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

F. T. Hobbs, 
Assistant Secretary 
to the Commission. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9384; Piled. Sept. 16, 1964; 

8:48 aun.] 


Req: 950 kc, 1 kw, SE (12 Noon to Mid¬ 
night) . 

In accordance with the Commission’s 
action of September 9, 1964, granting a 
waiver of § 1.571(c) and finding that ex¬ 
peditious consideration of the above- 
mentioned application would be in the 
public interest, notice is hereby given 
that the above application is accepted for 
filing and that on October 20, 1964 the 
application will be considered as ready 
and available for processing, and pur¬ 
suant to § 1.227(b)(1) and § 1.591(b) of 
the Commission’s rules, an application, 
in order to be considered with this appli¬ 
cation, or with any other application on 
file by the close of business on October 
19, 1964, which involves a conflict neces¬ 
sitating a hearing with this application, 
must be substantially complete and 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

PATENT CLASSIFIER 
Notice of Increase in Minimum Rates 
of Pay 

1. Under authority of section 504 of the Federal Salary Reform Act of 1962 and 
Executive Order 11073, the Civil Service Commission has authorized minimum 
salary rates and rate ranges for positions of Patent Classifier GS-1223-11 as 
follows: 

Per Annum Rates 

Grade. 12345 6 7 8 9 10 


GS-11- $8,945 $9,240 $9,535 $9,830 $10,125 $10,420 $10,715 $11,010 $11,305 $11,600 
2. Geographic coverage is worldwide. 

United States Civil Service Commission, 
[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to the Commissioners. 
(FJR. Doc. 64-9365; Filed, Sept. 15,1964; 8:47 a.m.] 






W ednesday, September 16, 1964 

tendered for filing at the offices of the 
Commission In Washington, DC., by 
whichever date is earlier: (a) The close 
of business on October 19, 1964; or (b) 
the earlier effective cut-off date which 
this application or any other conflicting 
application may have by virtue of con¬ 
flicts necessitating a hearing with appli¬ 
cations appearing on previous lists. 

The Commission hereby waives the 
provisions of the note to § 1.571 of the 
Commission’s rules, adopted July 1, 1964, 
to the extent necessary to permit the 
acceptance of other applications seeking 
essentially the same facilities. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings concerning the 
above application pursuant to section 309 
(d) cl) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, is directed to § 1.580 
(1) of the Commission’s rules for the 
provisions governing the time of filing 
and other requirements relating to such 
pleadings. 

Adopted: September 9. 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary, 

[PR. Doc. 64-9361; Filed. Sept. 15. 1964; 
8:47 ajn.l 


[FCC 64-8381 

STANDARD BROADCAST APPLICA¬ 
TION READY AND AVAILABLE FOR 

PROCESSING 

September 10,1964. 

The application listed below is mutu¬ 
ally exclusive with the application. File 
No. BR-2995, of the licensee of Station 
WOSL, Kissimmee, Florida, for renewal 
of license, in that it requests the same 
channel as that presently assigned to 
WOSL: 

NEW. Kissimmee, Fla. 

J. Patrick Beacom, 

Requests: 1220 kc. 1 kw. Day. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given that 
the above application is accepted for fil¬ 
ing and that on October 20, 1964 the ap¬ 
plication will be considered as ready and 
available for processing, and pursuant to 
§ 1.227(b) (1) and § 1.591(b) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules, an application, in order 
to be considered with this application, or 
with any other application on file by the 
close of business on October 19, 1964, 
which involves a conflict necessitating 
a hearing with this application, must be 
substantially complete and tendered for 
filing at the offices of the Commission in 
W T ashington, D.C., by whichever date is 
earlier: (a) The close of business on Oc¬ 
tober 19, 1964; or (b) the earlier effec¬ 
tive cut-off date which this application 
or any other conflicting application may 
have by virtue of conflicts necessitating 
a hearing with applications appearing 
on previous lists. 

The Commission hereby waives the 
Provisions of the note to § 1.571 of the 
Commission’s rules, adopted July 1, 1964. 
to the extent necessary to permit the ac¬ 
ceptance of other applications seeking 
essentially the same facilities. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings concerning the 
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above application pursuant to section 
309(d)(1) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, is directed to § 1.580 
(i) of the Commission’s rules for the pro¬ 
visions governing the time of filing and 
other requirements relating to such 
pleadings. 

Adopted: September 9, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9362; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:47 ajnJ 


[FCC 64—837] 

STANDARD BROADCAST APPLICA¬ 
TION READY AND AVAILABLE FOR 
PROCESSING 

September 10, 1964. 
The application listed below is mutu¬ 
ally exclusive with the application, File 
No. BR-1843, of the licensee of Station 
WBZY, Torrington, Connecticut for re¬ 
newal of license, in that it requests the 
same channel as that presently assigned 
to WBZY: 

NEW, Torrington, Conn. 

Jack J. BllnkofT, Milton L. Cramer and 
Peter N. Landuccl, d/b a a Litchfield County 
Broadcasting Co. 

Requests: 990 kc, 1 kw. Day. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given that 
the above application is accepted for fil¬ 
ing and that on October 20, 1964 the 
application will be considered as ready 
and available for processing, and pursu¬ 
ant to § 1.227(b)(1) and § 1.591(b) of 
the Commission’s rules, an application, 
in order to be considered with this appli¬ 
cation, or with any other application on 
file by the close of business on October 
19. 1964, which involves a conflict neces¬ 
sitating a hearing with this application, 
must be substantially complete and 
tendered for filing at the offices of the 
Commission in Washington, D.C. by 
whichever date is earlier: (a) The close 
of business on October 19, 1964; or (b) 
the earlier effective cut-off date which 
this application or any other conflicting 
application may have by virtue of con¬ 
flicts necessitating a hearing with appli¬ 
cations appearing on previous lists. 

The Commission hereby waives the 
provisions of the note to § 1.571 of the 
Commission’s rules, adopted July 1, 1964, 
to the extent necessary to permit the 
acceptance of other applications seeking 
essentially the same facilities. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings concerning the 
above application pursuant to section 
309(d)(1) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, is directed to 
§ 1.580(i) of the Commission’s rules for 
the provisions governing the time of filing 
and other requirements relating to such 
pleadings. 

Adopted: September 9, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9363: Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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[Docket Nos. 15587.15588; FCC 64M-835] 

COMMUNITY RADIO OF SARATOGA 
SPRINGS, NEW YORK, INC., AND 
A.M. BROADCASTERS OF SARA¬ 
TOGA SPRINGS, INC. 

Order Rescheduling Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Community Ra¬ 
dio of Saratoga Springs, New York, Inc., 
Saratoga Springs, New York, Docket No. 
15587, File No. BP-16127; A.M. Broad¬ 
casters of Saratoga Springs, Inc., Sara¬ 
toga Springs, New York, Docket No. 
15588, File No. BP-16185; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

It is ordered, This 4th days of Septem¬ 
ber 1964, on the Hearing Examiner’s own 
motion, that the prehearing conference 
in the above-captioned case heretofore 
scheduled to convene at 9:00 a.m., Sep¬ 
tember 23, 1964, at the Commission’s 
offices, Washington, D.C., is hereby re¬ 
scheduled to convene, at the same hour 
and place, on September 24,1964. 

Released: September 8, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary . 

[FJEL Doc. 64-9354; Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:46 ajn.j 


[Docket Nos. 11538, 15539; FCC 64M-851] 

CONTINENTAL BROADCASTING, INC., 
AND SUFFOLK BROADCASTING 
CORP. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Continental 
Broadcasting, Inc., Norfolk, Virginia, 
Docket No. 15538, File No. BPH-4096; 
Suffolk Broadcasting Corporation. Suf¬ 
folk, Virginia, Docket No. 15539, File No. 
BPH—4128; for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the September 9,1964, oral 
request of counsel for Continental Broad¬ 
casting, Inc. for a two-week continuance 
of the September 14, 1964, further pre- 
hearing conference; 

It appearing, that Continental Broad¬ 
casting. Inc. is now preparing a petition 
for dismissal of its application and that 
it expects to file said petition within the 
next two weeks; and 
It further appearing, that counsel for 
all other parties have consented to a 
grant of the subject request and that 
such a grant is appropriate; and 
It further appearing, that the Septem¬ 
ber 23, 1964, hearing date should also be 
continued; 

It is ordered. This 9th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1964, that the subject oral request is 
granted and that the further prehearing 
conference herein is continued from 
September 14.1964, to 9:00 a.m., October 
1. 1964; and 

It is further ordered , That the hearing 
herein, presently scheduled to commence 
on September 23, 1964, is continued to a 
date to be fixed by subsequent order. 
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NOTICES 


Released: September 10, 1964, 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9365; Filed, Sept. 16, 1964; 
8:46 am.] 


[Docket Nos. 15619,15620] 

FARRAGUT TELEVISION CORP. AND 
PEOPLES BROADCASTING CORP. 

Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 
Issues 

In re applications of Farragut Televi¬ 
sion Corporation, Columbus, Ohio, 
Docket No. 15619, File No. BPCT-3319; 
Peoples Broadcasting Corporation, Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio, Docket No. 15620, File No. 
BPCT-3333; for construction permit for 
new television broadcast station. 

The Commission, by the Chief of the 
Broadcast Bureau under delegated au¬ 
thority, considered the above-captioned 
applications on September 9, 1964; and 
It appearing, that each of the above- 
captioned applications requests a con¬ 
struction permit for a new television 
broadcast station to operate on Channel 
40, Columbus, Ohio; and 
It further appearing, that the above- 
captioned applications are mutually ex¬ 
clusive in that operation by the appli¬ 
cants as proposed would result in mutu¬ 
ally destructive interference; and 
It further appearing, that each of the 
applicants is legally, financially, tech¬ 
nically and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct, own, and operate the proposed 
new television station; and 
It further appearing, that Peoples 
Broadcasting Corporation proposes to 
locate its main studio outside the corpo¬ 
rate limits of the City of Columbus, Ohio, 
and has requested a waiver of § 73.613 

(a) of the Commission's rules; that good 
cause has been shown for a waiver of 
such rule; and that a waiver appears 
warranted; and 

It further appearing, that upon due 
consideration of the above-captioned ap¬ 
plications, the Commission finds that, 
pursuant to section 309(e) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
a hearing is necessary and that the said 
applications must be designated for hear¬ 
ing in a consolidated proceeding on the 
issues set forth below: 

It is ordered , That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the above-captioned 
applications of Farragut Television Cor¬ 
poration and Peoples Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
Order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine, on a comparative 
basis, which of the operations proposed 
in the above-captioned applications 
would better serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity in light of the 
significant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 


(a) The background and experience 
of each, bearing on its ability to own 
and operate the proposed television 
broadcast station. 

(b) The proposals of each with re¬ 
spect to the management and operation 
of the proposed television broadcast 
station. 

(c) The programming services pro¬ 
posed in each of the above-captioned 
applications. 

2. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which of the instant ap¬ 
plications should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That, on the basis 
of good cause shown, § 73.613(a) of the 
Commission’s rules is hereby waived to 
permit Peoples Broadcasting Corpora¬ 
tion to locate its main studio outside the 
city limits of Columbus, Ohio; and 

It is further ordered „ That, the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or upon petition properly filed by 
a party to the proceeding, and upon suf¬ 
ficient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: 

To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give rea¬ 
sonable assurance that the proposals set 
forth in the application will be effectu¬ 
ated. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, Farragut Television Corporation 
and Peoples Broadcasting Corporation, 
pursuant to § 1.221(c) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, in person or by attorney, 
shall, within twenty (20) days of the 
mailing of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date set for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

It is further ordered , That the appli¬ 
cants herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.594(a) of the 
Commission's rules, give notice of the 
hearing either individually or, if feasible, 
jointly, within the time and in the man¬ 
ner prescribed in such rule, and shall 
advise the Commission of the publica¬ 
tion of such notice as required by 
5 1.594(g) of the rules. 

Released: September 10,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9356; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:46 a.m.J 


[Docket No. 15618; FCC 64-822] 

MARION MOORE 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Designating Application for Hear¬ 
ing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Marion Moore, 
Joshua Tree, California, Docket No. 
15618. File No. BP-14358; Requests: 


1420 kc, 1 kw. Day, Class HI, for con¬ 
struction permit. 

1. The Commission has before it the 
above-captioned application; 1 2 a petition 
to deny the application, filed October 23, 
1961, by Hi-Desert Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration (“Hi-Desert”), a licensee of 
standard broadcast Station KDHI, 
Twentynine Palms, California; and 
pleadings responsive and subsequent to 
the latter petition. 

2. Hi-Desert predicates its standing to 
object upon the potential economic in¬ 
jury to the existing operation of Station 
KDHI which would occur if the proposed 
new standard broadcast station were li¬ 
censed in Joshua Tree. In support 
thereof, Hi-Desert asserts that the pro¬ 
posed station “would serve substantially 
the same trade area as KDHI and would, 
therefore, produce direct and immediate 
competition with KDHI for advertising 
revenues.” In view thereof, the Commis¬ 
sion finds Hi-Desert to be a party in 
interest. 3 

3. A number of procedural points are 
also urged upon the Commission by the 
applicant and petitioner, respectively, in 
a series of pleadings and counterplead¬ 
ings. The only point of substance raised 
is the untimely filing of the “reply to 
opposition.” However, notwithstanding 
the delay in filing of the petitioner s 
“reply to opposition” beyond the period 
specified in § 1.45 of the Commission’s 
rules, because of our desire to consider in 
the public interest all of the substantial 
issues and arguments presented in this 
matter we have on our own motion con¬ 
sidered the material contained In the 
“reply to opposition” pleading. 

4. In substance, the Hi-Desert peti¬ 
tion contends that, contrary to §73.28 

(d) (3) of the Commission rules, the pro¬ 
posed Joshua Tree station would receive 
interference affecting more than 10 per¬ 
cent of the population in its normally 
protected primary service area; that the 
applicant's first-year revenue estimate 
($31,500) is grossly excessive, as a result 
of her reliance upon an excessive popu¬ 
lation estimate; that a corrected revenue 
estimate would be lower than the appli¬ 
cant’s estimated cost of first-year opera¬ 
tion at a loss; that nothing appears in 
the application to show that the appli¬ 
cant would be able to operate on a con¬ 
tinuing loss basis; and that a substantial 
question exists, therefore, as to her 
financial qualifications to construct and 
operate the station which she proposes 
for Joshua Tree, California. 

5. Relying upon its own population 
estimates and the applicant’s original 
description of the area of int erference 
from Mexican Station XEXX (derived 
by use of the equivalent-distance method 
and the FCC ground conductivity map 
designated Figure M-3), Hi-Desert con- 


1 On February 20. 1963, the Commission, 
by Memorandum Opinion and Order released 
February 26. 1963 (FCC 63-175), approved 
the substitution of Marlon Moore, as the 
applicant In this matter. In place of her late 
husband. Colonel Edmund B. Moore, USA Re¬ 
tired, who died on November 12, 1962. 

2 F.C.C. v. Sanders Brothers, 309 U.S. 470 

(1940). 
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Wednesday, September 16, 1961 

tends in its petition that the applicant’s 
proposal would suffer a population loss 
of 16.6 percent as a result of interference 
from XEXX alone.* * In her opposition 
pleading, the applicant argues (on the 
basis of field intensity measurements 
made by her engineering consultant sub¬ 
sequent to the filing of her application) 
that her proposed station would receive 
no interference from XEXX at all. In 
its reply pleading, Hi-Desert contends 
that the applicant’s revised study, show¬ 
ing an absence of interference from 
XEXX, is based on field intensity meas¬ 
urement data which were not made in 
accordance with § 73.186 of the Com¬ 
mission rules and. therefore, should not 
be relied on. 

6. With respect to the question of a 
possible violation of § 73.28(d) (3) of the 
rules, the population data submitted by 
the applicant and the petitioner as to 
persons residing within the normally 
protected contour vary substantially. 
Also, the loss area population figures are 
substantially different. In addition, the 
applicant has submitted certain meas¬ 
urement data to support her claim that 
the Joshua Tree proposal does not re¬ 
ceive any interference from Mexican Sta¬ 
tion XEXX. However, we note that 
data was not made in accordance with 
5 73.186 of the rules. In view of the 
foregoing, a substantial question exists 
as to whether the proposal complies with 
5 73.28(d)(3) of the rules. 

7. The petitioner claims that the 
applicant’s estimate of operating reve¬ 
nues of $31,500 cannot be supported 
because It is not based on accurate popu¬ 
lation data. However, the petitioner 
has not alleged that a net loss or de¬ 
gradation of program service would 
occur in the area if the Moore proposal 
is granted. All that is alleged is that the 
revenue estimate is high because it is 
based on a higher population than really 
exists, so the station would have to 
operate at a loss because expenses would 
be the same. Petitioner then claims 
that, since the applicant has not shown 
financial ability to operate on a con¬ 
tinuing loss basis, her basic financial 
qualifications are affected. No specific 
facts have been alleged in support of 
Petitioner’s claim that Mrs. Moore’s 
estimate of revenues is unrealistic. All 
that has been alleged is a generalization 
that the revenue figure is high. Absent 
a clear showing, supported by specific 
and material allegations of fact, the 
Commission will not permit petitioner’s 
judgment to be substituted for that of 
the applicant. The issue will not be 
specified. 

8. It has not been determined that 
the antenna structure would not consti¬ 
tute a menace to air navigation. 


Hi-Desert's petition also contends that 
nterference would be caused by the standard 
roadcast station proposed by the Parker 

• oadcasting Company, Inc., for Parker Dam. 
Arizona (BP-14757). However, the Parker 
\ m a PPhcation was dismissed by the Com¬ 
mission on February 28. 1962, at the request 
th* t> S , ap P li cant. All material concerning 
disr^ardeci Dam proposal has< there * ore » been 
No. 181- 5 
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9. Except as indicated by the issues 
specified below, the applicant is legally, 
technically, financially and otherwise 
qualified to construct and operate as 
proposed. However, the Commission is 
unable to make the statutory finding that 
a grant of the applicant would serve the 
public interest, convenience, and ne¬ 
cessity. and is of the opinion that the 
application must be designated for hear¬ 
ing on the issue set forth below. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That, pur¬ 
suant to section 309(e) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, the 
instant application is designated for 
hearing, at a time and place to be 
specified in a subsequent Order, upon the 
following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from the above-captioned pro¬ 
posal and the availability of other pri¬ 
mary service to such areas and 
populations. 

2. To determine whether the inter¬ 
ference received by the instant proposal 
from any existing stations would affect 
more than ten percent of the population 
within its normally protected primary 
service contour in contravention of 
§ 73.28(d)(3) of the Commission rules 
and, if so, whether circumstances exist 
which would warrent a waiver of said 
section. 

3. To determine whether there is a 
reasonable possibility that the tower 
height and location proposed by the 
applicant herein would constitute a 
menace to air navigation. 

4. To determine, in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, whether a grant of the instant ap¬ 
plication would serve the public interest, 
necessity, and convenience. 

It is further ordered , That Hi-Desert 
Broadcasting Corporation, licensee of 
Station KDHI, Twentynine Palms, Cali¬ 
fornia, is made a party to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered , That the Federal 
Aviation Agency is made a party to the 
proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That the petition 
filed October 23, 1961, by Hi-Desert 
Broadcasting Corporation is granted to 
the extent indicated above and is denied 
in all other respects. 

It is further ordered, That, in the event 
of a grant of the application, the con¬ 
struction permit shall contain the follow¬ 
ing conditions: 

Pending a final decision in Docket No. 
14419 with respect to presunrise opera¬ 
tion with daytime facilities, the present 
provisions of § 73.87 of the Commission 
rules are not extended to this authoriza¬ 
tion. and such operation is precluded. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicant and party respond¬ 
ent herein, pursuant to § 1.221(c) of the 
Commission Rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 


It is further ordered. That the appli¬ 
cant herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the 
Commission’s rules, give notice of the 
hearing, within the time and in the man¬ 
ner prescribed in such rule and shall ad¬ 
vise the Commission of the publication 
of such notice as required by § 1.594(g) 
of the rules. 

Adopted: September 2. 1964. 

Released: Septembed 8, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[PR. Doc. 64-9357; Filed, Sept, 15. 1964; 
8:46 ajn.] 


[Docket No. 14198; FCC 64M-837J 

PAN AMERICAN UNION ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In the matter of the Pan American 
Union and the Pan American Sanitary 
Bureau v. All America Cables and 
Radio, Inc. the Commercial Cable Com¬ 
pany Mackay Radio and Telegraph Com¬ 
pany, Inc. RCA Communications, Inc. 
Tropical Radio Telegraph Company, and 
The Western Union Telegraph Company; 
Docket No. 14198. 

On the unopposed oral request of coun¬ 
sel for The Pan American Union and the 
Pan American Sanitary Bureau: It is 
ordered . This 8th day of September 1964, 
that the prehearing conference is re¬ 
scheduled from September 11 to Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1964, and the hearing from Octo¬ 
ber 5 to December 7.1964. 

Released: September 8,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJR. Doc. 64-9358; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 14909,14910; FCC 64M-836] 

SOUTHERN RADIO AND TELEVISION 
CO. AND ROBERT HECKSHER 
(WMYR) 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Southern Radio 
and Television Co., Lehigh Acres, Florida, 
Docket No. 14909, File No. BP-14297; 
Robert Hecksher (WMYR), Fort Myers, 
Florida, Docket No. 14910, File No. BP- 
14378; for construction permit. 

It is ordered , This 8th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1964, that the hearing now scheduled 
for September 9, 1964, is continued with¬ 
out date, pending the setting shortly of 
a new date. 

Released; September 8,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PH. Doc. 64-9359; Filed, Sept. 15. 1964; 
8:47 ajn.] 
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NOTICES 


(Docket Nos. 15548,15614; FCC 64-820] 

TRIAD STATIONS, INC., AND 
MARSHALL BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Designating Applications for 

Consolidated Hearing on Stated 

Issues 

In re applications of Triad Stations, 
Inc., Marshall, Michigan, Docket No. 
15548, Pile No. BPH-4131; Req: 104.9 
me, No. 285; 3 kw; 220 ft., Marshall 
Broadcasting Company, Marshall, Mich¬ 
igan, Docket No. 15614, File No. BPH- 
4327; Req: 104.9 me. No. 285; 3 kw; 248 
ft.; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 2d day of Sep¬ 
tember 1964; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed applications; 

It appearing, that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, each of the 
applicants is legally, technically, finan¬ 
cially, and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate as proposed; and 

It further appearing, that the above- 
captioned applications are mutually ex¬ 
clusive in that operation by the appli¬ 
cants as proposed would result in mutu¬ 
ally destructive interference with each 
other; and 

It further appearing, that, the popula¬ 
tions to be served by applicants’ pro¬ 
posals differ substantially in number, and 
that the areas to be served somewhat 
differ in size, and that for purposes of 
comparison, the areas and populations 
within the respective 1 mv/m contours 
together with the availability of other 
FM services (at least 1 mv/m) within 
such areas will be considered in the hear¬ 
ing ordered below for the purpose of de¬ 
termining whether a comparative pref¬ 
erence should accrue to either applicant; 
and 

It further appearing, that, in view of 
the foregoing, the Commission is unable 
to make the statutory finding that a 
grant of the applications would serve the 
public interest, convenience, and neces¬ 
sity, and is of the opinion that the ap¬ 
plications must be designated for hearing 
in a consolidated proceeding on the is¬ 
sues set forth below: 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the applications are 
designated for hearing in a consolidated 
proceeding, at a time and place to be 
specified in a subsequent order, upon 
the following issues: 

1. To determine the area and popula¬ 
tion within each of the proposed 1 mv/m 
contours and the availability of other 
FM services (at least 1 mv/m) to such 
areas and populations. 

2. To determine, on a comparative 
basis, which of the proposals would better 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity in light of the evidence 
adduced pursuant to the foregoing issue 
and the record made with respect to the 
significant differences between the ap¬ 
plicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each of having a bearing on the appli¬ 
cant’s ability to own and operate the FM 
station as proposed. 


(b) Proposals of each of the appli¬ 
cants with respect to the management 
and operation of the FM broadcast sta¬ 
tion as proposed. 

(c) The programming services pro¬ 
posed in each of the above-captioned 
applications. 

3. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which of the applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered, That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein, pursuant to 
§ 1.221(c) of the Commission rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall, within 20 
days of the mailing of this order, file 
with the Commission in triplicate, a 
written appearance stating an intention 
to appear on the date fixed for the hear¬ 
ing and present evidence on the issues 
specified in this order. 

It is further ordered. That the appli¬ 
cants herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the 
Commission rules, give notice of the 
hearing, either individually or, if feasible 
and consistent with the rules, jointly, 
within the time and in the manner pre¬ 
scribed in such rule, and shall advise 
the Commission of the publication of 
such notice as required by § 1.594(g) of 
the rules. 

It is further ordered, That, the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding, and upon 
sufficient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: 

To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give 
reasonable assurance that the proposals 
set forth in the application will be 
effectuated. 

Released: September 8,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9360; Filed. Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. G-6342, etc.] 

CONTINENTAL OIL CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Applications for Certificates, 
Abandonment of Service and Peti¬ 
tions To Amend Certificates 1 

September 8, 1964. 

Take notice that each of the Applicants 
listed herein has filed an application or 
petition pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to sell 
natural gas in interstate commerce or 
to abandon service heretofore authorizes 
as described herein, all as more fully 
described in the respective applications 
and amendments which are on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20426. in ac¬ 
cordance with the r ules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before October 5,1964. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
all applications in which no protest or 
petition to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein, if the Commis¬ 
sion on its own review of the matter 
believes that a grant of the certificates 
is required by the public convenience 
and necessity. Where a protest or peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or where the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear¬ 
ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear er 
be represented at the hearing. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 


Docket No. 
and date filed 

Applicant 

Purchaser, field and location 

Price per Mcf 

G-6342. 

Continental Oil Co... 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Various 
fields. Lea County. N. Mcx. 

Equitable Gas Co., Court house 
Dlst., Lewis County, W. Va. 

Carnegie Natural Gas Co., Free¬ 
mans Creek I)ist., Lewis County, 
W. Va. 

Equitable Gas Co., Freemans Crock 
Dist., Lewis County, W. Va. 

Equitable Gas Co., Salt Lick Dtot.. 
Braxton County, W. Va. 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., Bethany- 
Elysinn Fields Area, Harrison 
County, Tex. 

Low pressure 

(*) 

OA A 

D 8-31-64 
G-6694. 

Hydrocarbon Chemicals, Inc. 
(successor to Watson Oil and 
Gas Co., Inc.). 

Hydrocarbon Chemicals, Inc. 
(successor to Watson OU and 
Gas Co., Inc., and Earl Good¬ 
win, et al.). 

Hydrocarbon Chemicals, Inc. 
(successor to Earl Goodwin, 
et al.). 

Hydrocarbon Chemicals, Inc. 
(successor to Watson Oil and 
Gas Co., Inc.). 

J. C. Trahan Drilling Contrac¬ 
tor, Inc. (Operator), et al. 
(successor to J. C. Trahan). 

E 8-31-64 

G-7022. 

JU. u 

on A 

E 8-31-64 

G-7105. 

Al. U 

on o 

E 8-31-64 

G-8183. 

20.0 

10.8876 

E 8-31-64 

G-8467. 

E 8-28-64 


Filing code: A—Initial service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C—Amendment to add acreage. 

D—Amendment to delete acreage. 
E-—Succession. 

See footnotes at end of table. 


Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

15.335 

15.325 

15.335 

15.325 

14.65 


1 This notice does not provide for consolidation for hearing of the several matters covered 
herein, nor should it be so construed. 
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NOTICES 


Appendix 


Docket No. 

Purchaser 

Location 

Price (cents 
per Mcf) 
and pressure 
base (psia) 

0-4274». 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_ 

Hugoton Field, Grant County, Kans... 

10.0 cents.* 

G-4270 >. 

El Paso Natural Gas Go, __........ 

Eunice-Monument Field, Lea County, 
N. Mex. 

Big Mineral Creek Field, Orayson 
County, Tex. 

Keyes Field, Cimarron County, Okla... 

11.0 cents.* 
14.65 psia. 
45.6 cents. 4 * & 
15.025 psia. 
14.49 cents.* 
14.65 psia. 

16.0 cents. 7 

G-4277». 

Lone Star Gas Co_ _ 

G-10533 •. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co.. 

G-11044_ 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America_ 

Camrick Southeast Field, Texas County, 

14.65 psia. 

17.0 cents.' 

G-12595... 

_ ( ] 0 .... 

Okla. 

_do.... 

14.65 psia. 

17.0 cents. 1 

0-13760.. 

.do. 


14.65 psia. 

16.8 cents.' 
14.05 psia. 

17.0 cents.' 
14.65 psia. 

14.0 cents. 
14.65 psia. 

16.6 cents.' 

G-15477.... 

G-15531 *. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_.... 

Camrick Southeast Field, Beaver 
County, Okla. 

Greenwood Field, Morton County, 
Kans. 

Camrick Southeast Field, Beaver 

G-16366—. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America... 

0-17584.. 

_do__ .. _ . ___ 

County, Okla. 

15.025 psia. 
17.0 cents.' 
14.65 psia. 

17.0 cents.' 
14.65 psia. 

12.0 cents 11 
14.65 psia. 

Q-17943.. 



CI64-191'. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co..._ 

Greenwood Field, Morton County, 
Kans. 




* "(Operator), et al.” 

2 Formations below the base of the Chase Group. 

•Formations above the base of the Chase Group. » 

* Hate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI60-311 and subject to a deduction by buyer of 0.4467 cent for 
compression. 

4 Includes tax reimbursement of 0.40 cent. 

•"et al." 

7 Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI63-200 and subject to upward or downward Btu adjustment. 
A Change in rate has been suspended in Docket No. RI64-249. 

• Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI63-29 and subject to downward Btu adjustment. 

• Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI8O-310 and subject to downward Btu adjustment. 

10 Subject to a deduction of 0.6 cent by buyer for desulfuririug gas. A change in rate has been suspended in Docket 
No. R164-283. 

1J Subject to downward Btu adjustment. A change in rate has been suspended in Docket No. RI04-128. 

[P.R. Doc. 64-9307; Plied, Sept. 15, 1964; 8:45 a.m.J 


[Project Nos. 2331. 2332J 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Order Consolidating Proceedings and 
Fixing Hearing on Applications for 
Rehearing 

September 9, 1964. 

On August 10, 1964, Duke Power Com¬ 
pany (Applicant) filed application for 
rehearing on the Commission’s license 
order issued July 15, 1964, with respect 
to Applicant’s constructed ninety-nine 
Islands development located on the 
Broad River in South Carolina, Project 
No. 2331. On August 24, 1964, Applicant 
filed a similar application for rehearing 
of our action of July 24, 1964, granting 
Applicant a license for its constructed 
Gaston Shoals Station development on 
the Broad River, Project No. 2332. 

In its orders of July 15, 1964 and July 
24, 1964 the Commission found that, 
subject to the terms and conditions of 
the order. Project Nos. 2331 and 2332 
will be best adapted to a comprehensive 
plan for improving and developing a 
waterway or waterways for the use or 
benefit of interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, for the improvement and utiliza¬ 
tion of water-power development, and 
for other beneficial public uses, including 
recreational purposes. Applicant objects 
to the terms and conditions of Articles 
33 and 34 of the license order reserving 
the right of the United States to con¬ 
struct a hydroelectric project which will 
more completely utilize the water re¬ 
sources involved and providing that the 
proffered licenses would be surrendered 
and Applicant would be paid the net 


investment in the existing projects in the 
event a redevelopment is made by the 
United States or a licensee other than 
the Applicant. 

By finding (6) and Article 31 of the 
July 15 order, the Applicant would be 
required to file application to include 
certain transmission lines as part of the 
project. A similar requirement is con¬ 
tained in Finding (7) and Article 31 of 
the July 24, order. The Applicant also 
requests rehearing with respect to the 
mattters involved in these findings and 
articles. 

We are granting the application for 
rehearing and shall consolidate the two 
cases, and designate the consolidated 
proceeding for healing upon the issues 
raised by the applications. Insofar as 
Articles 33 and 34 are concerned, unless 
Applicant can demonstrate that its 
present project works are best adapted 
to a comprehensive plan for development 
of the waterway, the issues on rehearing 
necessarily would include consideration 
as alternatives to these Articles, or 
an appropriate modification thereof, 
whether (1) the Applicant should now 
be required to modify projects and the 
plans and specifications of the projects 
in order to secure the best plan of 
development or (2) the applications for 
license should be denied and the project 
works be dismantled and removed from 
the river. 

The Commission finds: It is appro¬ 
priate and in the public interest to hold 
a public hearing respecting the matters 
involved and the issues presented. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The aforesaid applications for 
rehearing are granted. 


(B) The proceedings in Project No 
2331 and Project No. 2332 are consoli¬ 
dated for the purposes of a hearing. 

(C) Pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission by the Federal Power Act, par¬ 
ticularly sections 4(e), 10(a), 308, and 
313 thereof, and the Commissions rules 
of practice and procedure, a public hear¬ 
ing shall be held in a Commission hear¬ 
ing room 441 G Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton D.C., respecting the matters involved 
and the issues presented in these con¬ 
solidated proceedings. The time of the 
hearing is to be fixed by further notice 
of the Secretary. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Seer el ary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9348; Piled, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:46 ajn.J 


[Docket No. RI65-172J 

RESERVE OIL AND GAS CO. ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Change in 
Rate, and Allowing Rate Change 
to Become Effective Subject To Re¬ 
fund 

September 9,1964. 

On August 10, 1964, Reserve Oil and 
Gas Company (Operator), et al., (Re¬ 
serve) 1 tendered for filing a proposed 
change in its presently effective rate 
schedule for sales of natural gas subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission. 
The proposed change, which constitutes 
an increased rate and charge, is con¬ 
tained in the following designated filing: 

Description, Notice of change, dated Au¬ 
gust 7. 1964. 

Purchaser and producing area, Coastal 
States Gas Producing Co. (Coletto Creek 
Field. Victoria County, Tex.) (R.R. Dlst. No. 
2 ). 

Rate schedule designation, Supplement No. 
1 to Reserve’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 30. 

Effective date, September 10, 1964. 2 * 

Amount of annual increase, None.* 

Effective rate, 9.0864 cents per Mcf .* 

Proposed rate, 10.096 cents per Mel. 4 6 

Pressure base, 14.65 psla. 

Reserve’s proposed periodic increase 
from 9.0864 cents to 10.096 cents per Mcf 
is for gas sold to Coastal States Gas 
Producing Company (Coastal) in Texas 
District No. 2. Reserve’s filing indicates 
that no gas is currently being sold. 
Coastal picks up the gas at a central 
point at or near its existing compressor 
station (Coastal is obligated to take gas 
with a minimum well head pressure of 
450 psia), compresses any gas requiring 
compression for a charge of 2.0 cents per 
Mcf, and delivers such gas to Tennessee 
Gas Transmission Company (Tennessee) 


1 Address is: 1700 Fidelity Union Tower, 
Dallas. Tex.. 75201. 

2 The stated effective date is the first day 

after expiration of the required statutory 
notice. 

* Producer reports that no current sales or 
gas are being made under the subject rate 
schedule. 

•Gas requiring compression subject to a 
2.0 cents per Mcf charge by buyer. 

& Periodic rate increase. 
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under its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 26 
at a redetermined rate of 15.33333 cents 
dess 0.21931 cent dehydration charge 
deducted by Tennessee) which is being 
collected subject to refund in Docket No. 
G-19653. A further price redetermina¬ 
tion is provided for in the contract com¬ 
prising Coastal's rate schedule for the 
five year period commencing January 1, 
1964. In addition, the contract contains 
a two-party favored-nation provision 
that can be activated at any time the cost 
of gas purchased by Tennessee from any 
other producer in fields located in Texas 
District No. 2 is greater than the cost of 
gas purchased under Coastal's contract. 
We consider the area rate ceiling to be 
applicable to the sale of gas by Coastal 
after gathering. Accordingly, Reserve's 
proposed rate, although not in excess of 
the applicable increased rate ceiling for 
pipeline quality gas as set forth in the 
Commission’s Statement of G ener al Pol¬ 
icy No. 61-1, as amended (18 CFR Ch. I, 
Part 2, § 2.56), should be suspended be¬ 
cause the sales related thereto are con¬ 
sidered to be for nonpipeline quality gas 
within the meaning of the policy state¬ 
ment. Under the circumstances pre¬ 
sented here we think a one day suspen¬ 
sion period would be appropriate. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory, or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the proposed change, and 
that Supplement No. 1 to Reserve’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 30 be suspended 
and its use deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed increased rate 
and charge contained in Supplement No. 
1 to Reserve's FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 30. 

<B) Pending a hearing and decision 
thereon, Supplement No. 1 to Reserve's 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 30 is hereby 
suspended and the use thereof deferred 
until September 11, 1964, and thereafter 
until such further time as it made effec¬ 
tive in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act: Provided, however. 
That said supplement shall become ef¬ 
fective subject to refund on September 
11. 1964, if within 20 days from the date 
Jv ,, issuan ce of this order, Reserve 
SS ex ecute and file under Docket No. 
KI65-172, with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, its agreement and undertaking 
jo comply with the refunding and report- 
Procedure required by the Natural 
rf as Ac t and § 154.102 of the regulations 
hereunder, accompanied by a certificate 
s owing service of copies thereof upon 
he purchaser under the rate schedule 
nvolved. Unless Reserve is advised to 
the contrary within 15 days after the 
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filing of its agreement and undertaking, 
such agreement and undertaking shall 
be deemed to have been accepted. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C., 20426. in accordance with the r ules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before October 26, 
1964. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9349; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


(Docket No. CP65-29] 

TENNESSEE GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Application 

September 9, 1964. 

Take notice that on July 31, 1964, as 
corrected on August 10, 1964, Tennessee 
Gas Transmission Company (Applicant) 
filed in Docket No. CP65-29 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act, for authority to construct 
and operate certain facilities, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

The Sabine River Authorities of the 
States of Texas and Louisiana (Authori¬ 
ties) are in the process of constructing 
the Toledo Bend Dam and Reservoir on 
the Sabine River. Such construction is 
pursuant to a license issued by this Com¬ 
mission in Project No. 2305. The appli¬ 
cation states that Tennessee maintains 
and operates two 30-inch and one 24- 
inch transmission lines in the area to be 
inundated by the Reservoir and in addi¬ 
tion, has two 24-inch lines crossing the 
Sabine River by means of an aerial 
suspension bridge and one 30-inch sub¬ 
merged river crossing. Following con¬ 
ferences between Tennessee and Author¬ 
ities, it was determined that a total of 
approximately 108,744 feet of Tennes¬ 
see’s pipeline facilities must have certain 
alterations in order to protect such fa¬ 
cilities and to insure continuity of serv¬ 
ice to Tennessee’s customers. 

Tennessee requests authority to re¬ 
move those segments of pipe which will 
be inundated by the Reservoir and re¬ 
place the same with pipe of a greater 
wall thickness and properly weighted 
with concrete. The aerial suspension 
bridge must be removed since it is 
deemed to be a navigational hazard. 
The two lines on the bridge will be re¬ 
moved and replaced with two 30-inch 
submerged river crossings. 

The application further states that 
the estimated cost of the project Is 
$4,155,500. Tennessee will receive from 
Authorities a sum of $3,894,252 and will 
receive from salvage of pipe removed 
approximately $246,048. The total proj¬ 
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ect will cost Tennessee approximately 
$15,200. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that preliminary 
staff analysis has indicated that there 
are no problems which would warrant a 
recommendation that the Commission 
designate this application for formal 
hearing before an examiner and that, 
pursuant to the authority contained in 
and subject to the jurisdiction conferred 
upon the Federal Power Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing may be held 
without further notice before the Com¬ 
mission on this application provided no 
protest or petition to intervene is filed 
within the time required herein. Where 
a protest or petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene is timely filed, or where the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that a 
formal hearing is required, further notice 
of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
October 5, 1964. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-9350; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File No. 24SF-3174J 

GUARDIAN CONSULTANTS AND 
MANAGEMENT, INC. 

Order Vacating Temporary 
Suspension Order 

September 10.1964. 

Guardian Consultants and Manage¬ 
ment, Inc. (issuer), 223 Fremont Street, 
Las Vegas, Nevada, is a Nevada corpora¬ 
tion engaged in the business of counsel¬ 
ing, advising and lending money to indi¬ 
viduals and/or corporations engaged in 
selling preneed funerals (the selling of 
a funeral service in advance of need, 
usually on an installment basis), pri¬ 
marily to four affiliated preneed selling 
organizations formed by issuer and its 
officers and directors. 

Issuer filed with the San Francisco 
Regional Office of the Commission on 
October 3, 1963, a notification on Form 
1-A and exhibits, including an offering 
circular, relating to an offering of 210,000 
shares of its Class A par value $1.00 com¬ 
mon stock at $1.00 per share and 42,000 
shares of its Class B par value $0.20 
common stock at $0.20 per share, for an 
aggregate public offering price of $218,- 
400, for the purpose of obtaining an ex¬ 
emption from the registration require- 
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merits of the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 3(b) thereof and Regulation A 
promulgated thereunder. The offering 
was to be made directly by the issuer to 
the public through the efforts of its of¬ 
ficers and directors. 

On June 4, 1964. the Commission is¬ 
sued an order temporarily suspending 
the issuer’s Regulation A exemption, al¬ 
leging that the offering was made and 
was being made in violation of section 17 
of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
in that the offering circular omitted to 
disclose material pending litigation 
against Berkeley L. Bunker and Patrick 
J. O’Kelly (both of whom are prede¬ 
cessors, affiliates, promoters, officers, and 
directors of issuer) and Guardian Me¬ 
morial Plans, Inc. (Nevada) (an affiliate 
of issuer), and the possible adverse effect 
of such litigation on issuer’s business op¬ 
erations, use of proceeds, and financial 
condition. 

On August 17. 1964, the issuer filed an 
Offer of Settlement, pursuant to Rule 8 
of the Commission’s rules of practice, in 
which it offered to make an offer of 
rescission to the purchasers of its shares, 
and to file and use in the offer and sale 
of its securities a revised offering circu¬ 
lar disclosing the pending litigation and 
its possible adverse effect on the issuer; 
making an offer of rescission and disclos¬ 
ing the reasons therefor; and disclosing 
all other material facts and information. 
On the basis of this action the issuer has 
requested that the Commission vacate 
the temporary suspension order. 

The Division of Corporation Finance 
(Division) and the San Francisco Re¬ 
gional Office (Regional Office) have rec¬ 
ommended that the issuer’s Offer of Set¬ 
tlement be accepted, in light of the facts 
that (1) the securities were offered and 
sold on a limited and restricted basis 
to eleven persons who were predecessors, 
affiliates, promoters, and friends of pro¬ 
moters of the issuer, (2) all or substan¬ 
tially all of the purchasers had knowl¬ 
edge of the pending litigation at the time 
of purchasing the securities, (3) issuer's 
officers, directors, and counsel were not 
aware that pending litigation against 
persons other than the issuer was re¬ 
quired to be disclosed in the offering 
circular, and (4) the omission from the 
offering circular of reference to the pend¬ 
ing litigation and its possible adverse 
effect on the issuer was inadvertant and 
unintentional. 

The Commission, having considered 
the issuer’s Offer of Settlement and the 
recommendation of the Division and the 
Regional Office; and it appearing that it 
is not necessary in the public interest or 
for the protection of investors that the 
temporary suspension of the issuer’s 
Regulation A exemption be made per¬ 
manent. 

It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule 261(b) 
of the general rules and regulations un¬ 
der the Securities Act of 1933 as amended, 
that the order of temporary suspension 
entered in these proceedings against 
Guardian Consultants and Management, 
Inc. on June 4. 1964, be, and it hereby 
is, vacated. 


By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-9347; Plied, Sept. 16, 1964; 
8:46 ajn.J 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

I Delegation of Authority No. 30-X; Arndt. 1J 

DALLAS REGIONAL AREA 

Delegafion of Authority To Conduct 
Program Activities 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
the Regional Director by Delegation of 
Authority No. 30 (Revision 9), 29 F.R. 
11777, as corrected and as amended 29 
F.R. 12570; Delegation of Authority No. 
30-X, 29 F.R. 12598, is hereby amended 
by deleting Item lA. and substituting the 
following in lieu thereof: 

L • • • 

A. Size Determinations (delegated to 
the positions as indicated below): To 
make initial size determinations in all 
cases within the meaning of the Small 
Business Size Standards Regulations, as 
amended, and further, to make product 
classification decisions for financial as¬ 
sistance purposes only. Product classifi¬ 
cation decisions for procurement pur¬ 
poses are made by contracting officers. 
• • • • * 
Effective date: September 1, 1964. 

Robert E. West, 
Regional Director , 
Dallas Regional Office. 

fF.lt Doc. 64-0340; Piled, Sept. 16, 1964; 
8:45 am.) 

fDelegation of Authority No. 30-Xm; 
Amdt. 1J 

SEATTLE REGIONAL AREA 

Delegation of Authority To Conduct 
Program Activities 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
the Regional Director by Delegation of 
Authority No. 30 (Revision 9), 29 FJR. 
11777, as corrected and as amended 29 
FJ R, 125 70; Delegation of Authority No. 
30-XJLH, 29 FJR. 12499, is hereby amend¬ 
ed by deleting Item I.A. and substituting 
the following in lieu thereof: 

I. • • • 

A. Size Determinations (delegated to 
the positions as indicated below): To 
make initial size determinations in all 
cases within the meaning of the Small 
Business Size Standards Regulations, as 
amended, and further, to make product 
classification decisions for financial as¬ 
sistance purposes only. Product classi¬ 
fication decisions for procurement pur¬ 
poses are made by contracting officers. 

* * • 0 m 

Effective date: September 1, 1964. 

William S. Schumacher, 
Regional Director, 
Seattle. 

(PR. Doc. 64-9341; Filed, Sept. 15, 1964; 
8:45 ajn.j 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

AUGUST W. KOEHLER 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant to subsection 302(c), Part 
m, Executive Order 10647 (20 Fit. 8769) 
“Providing for the Appointment of Cer¬ 
tain Persons under the Defense Produc¬ 
tion Act of 1950, as amended,” I hereby 
furnish for filing with the Division of the 
Federal Register for publication In the 
Federal Register the following informa¬ 
tion showing any changes in my financial 
interests and business connections as 
heretofore reported and published (26 
Fit. 8958, 27 F.R. 3829. 27 F.R. 9468, 28 
F.R. 4117, 28 F.R. 10936, and 29 Pit. 
9813) during the sixth months’ period 
ended September 14, 1964. 

No changes. 

Dated: Sept. 9, 1964. 

August W. Koehler. 

(Fit. Doc. 64-9392; Piled, Sept. 16, 1064; 
8:48 am.] 


ALEXANDER W. WUERKER 

Statement of Changes In Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant to subsection 302(c), Part 
m. Executive Order 10647 (20 F.R. 8769) 
“Providing for the Appointment of Cer¬ 
tain Persons under the Defense Produc¬ 
tion Act of 1950, as amended,” I hereby 
furnish for filing with the Division of the 
Federal Register for publication in the 
Federal Register the following informa¬ 
tion showing any changes in my finan¬ 
cial interests and business connections as 
heretofore reported and published (26 
FJR. 8958, 27 FJR. 3829, 27 F.R. 9469. 28 
F.R. 4269, 28 F.R. 10468, and 29 FR. 
5579) during the six months’ period 
ended September 14, 1964. 

No change. 

Dated: September 14, 1964. 

Alexander W. Wuerkek. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-9393; Piled, Sept. 16. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.J 


[Notice No. 6791 

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER 
CARRIER AND FREIGHT FOR¬ 
WARDER APPLICATIONS 

September 11,1964. 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 1 of the Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice < 49 
CFR 1.247), published in the Federal 
Register, issue of December 3, 1963, ef¬ 
fective January 1, 1964. These rules 
provide, among other things, that a pro¬ 
test to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the Commission with¬ 
in 30 days after date of notice of filing 


1 Copies ol Special Rule 1.247 can be ob¬ 
tained by writing to the Secretary, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Waahingt<^ : » 
D.C., 20423. 










Wednesday, September 16, 1964 

of the application is published in the 
Federal Register. Failure seasonably 
to hie a protest will be construed as a 
waiver of opposition and participation in 
the proceeding. A protest under these 
rules should comply with § 1.40 of the 
general rules of practice which requires 
that it set forth specifically the grounds 
upon which it is made and specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rules may 
be rejected. The original and six (6) 
copies of the protest shall be filed with 
the Commission, and a copy shall be 
served concurrently upon applicant's 
representative, or applicant if no repre¬ 
sentative is named. If the protest in¬ 
cludes a request for oral hearing, such 
request shall meet the requirements of 
§ 1.247(d) (4) of the Special Rule. Sub¬ 
sequent assignment of these proceedings 
for oral hearing, if any, will be by Com¬ 
mission order which will be served on 
each party of record. 

No. MC 504 (Sub-No. 75), filed Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1964. Applicant: HARPER 
MOTOR LINES, INC., 213 Long Avenue, 
Elberton, Ga. Applicant’s attorney: 
Guy H. Postell. Suite 693, 1375 Peachtree 
Street NE., Atlanta 9, Ga. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dairy products , as defined 
by the Commission, from points in Wis¬ 
consin to points in Mississippi and Ala¬ 
bama (except Birmingham, Ala.). 

Not?;: Applicant states it already holds 
authority to transport Dairy products, as 
defined by the Commission, from points in 
Wisconsin to points In Mississippi via 
Birmingham, Ala. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 2202 (Sub-No. 269). filed Au¬ 
gust 31. 1964. Applicant: ROADWAY 
EXPRESS. INC., 1077 George Boulevard, 
P.O. Box 471, Akron, Ohio, 44309. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: William O. Turney, 2001 
Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., Washing¬ 
ton. DC., 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives. household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Knoxville, Tenn. and Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., from Knoxville over UB. High¬ 
way 11W to junction U.S. Highway 11 at 
Bristol, Va., thence over UJS. Highway 11 
to junction Alternate U.S. Highway 11 
west of Roanoke, Va., thence over Alter¬ 
nate U.S. Highway 11 to junction Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 117, thence over Virginia 
Highway 117 to junction UJS. Highway 
il north of Roanoke, thence over U.S. 
Highway 11 to junction U.S. Highway 
^40. thence over U.S. Highway 340 to 
junction UB. Highway 250, thence over 
u S. Highway 250 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 29 at Charlottesville, Va., thence 
° ve f Highway 29 to junction Vir- 
jnia Highway 236, thence over Virginia 
Highway 236 to junction Virginia High- 
o~ a 7. 350, thenc e over Virginia Highway 
oJ,j t° Junction UJS. Highway 1, thence 
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over UB. Highway 1 to Washington, and 
return over the same route: and (2) be¬ 
tween Knoxville. Tenn. and Harrisburg, 
Pa., from Knoxville as specified above to 
Charlottesville, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 29 to junction UB. Highway 15, 
thence over UB. Highway 15 to Harris¬ 
burg, and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, for the 
purposes of joinder only, as alternate 
routes, for operating convenience only, 
in connection with applicant’s authorized 
regular-route operations. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 2392 (Sub-No. 31) filed Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1964. Applicant: WHEELER 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., Box 432, 
Genoa, Nebr. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from the plant site of Phillips 
Petroleum Co. at or near Hoag, Nebr., to 
points in Iowa, Kansas, and South Da¬ 
kota, and damaged or rejected shipments 
on return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 3874 (Sub-No. 6) filed August 
24. 1964. Applicant: L. C. CORP., doing 
business as GREY LINES, a corporation, 
89 Broad Street. Boston, Mass. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Charles W. Singer, 33 
North LaSalle Street, Chicago 2, m. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Newspapers, and 
newspapers inserts and supplements be¬ 
tween Boston, Mass., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Maine and 
New Hampshire (except those in New 
Hampshire on U.S. Highway 202 south 
of East Jafifrey, N.H., and on and within 
15 miles of U.S. Highway 3 south of 
Laconia, N.H.). 

Note: IX a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 3874 (Sub-No. 7), filed August 
24, 1964. Applicant: L. C. CORP., doing 
business as GREY LINES, 89 Broad 
Street, Boston, Mass. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Charles W. Singer, 33 North LaSalle 
Street, Suite 3600, Chicago 2, Ill. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Magazines, from 
Boston, Mass., to points in Maine and 
those in New Hampshire on and east of 
New Hampshire Highway 125 from the 
New Hampshire-Massachusetts bound¬ 
ary line to Rochester, N.H., and on and 
south of U.S. Highway 202 from Roches¬ 
ter to the New Hampshire-Maine bound¬ 
ary line. 

Note: Applicant states it “now holds au¬ 
thority to transport magazines from Boston 
to the above described territory through 
Lowell. Mass. The sole purpose of the in¬ 
stant application is to eliminate the neces¬ 
sity of operating through LoweU.’* If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 423) filed Au¬ 
gust 30. 1964. Applicant: DEALERS 
TRANSIT, INC., 13101 South Torrence 
Avenue. Chicago 33, Ill. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: James W. Wrape, Sterick Build¬ 
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ing, Memphis. Tenn. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Trailers, other than those designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, in truckaway service, 
from Rose City, Mich., and points within 
5 miles thereof to points in the United 
States (excluding Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 7075 (Sub-No. 16) filed Au¬ 
gust 14, 1964. Applicant: NEMASKET 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
58 West Grove Street, Middleboro, Mass. 
Applicant’s attorney: Theodore E. Shas¬ 
ta. One Court Street, Boston 8, Mass. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value, 
and except dangerous explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined in Practices of 
Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, and those injurious or con¬ 
taminating to other lading), (1) between 
Middleboro, Mass, and Framingham, 
Mass., from Middleboro over Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 28 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 44, thence over U.S. Highway 44 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 25. 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 25 
to junction Massachusetts Highway 24, 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 24 
to junction Massachusetts Highway 128, 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 128 
to junction Massachusetts Highway 9, 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 9 to 
Framingham, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points 
and off-route points within ten (10) 
miles of above specified highways; and 
(2) between Middleboro, Mass., and 
Burlington, Mass., from Middleboro over 
Massachusetts Highway 28 to Junction 
U.S. Highway 44, thence over U. S. High¬ 
way 44 to junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 25, thence over Massachusetts High¬ 
way 25 to junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 24, thence over Massachusetts High¬ 
way 24 to junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 128, thence over Massachusetts 
Highway 128 to Burlington, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points and off-route points 
within ten (10) miles of the above speci¬ 
fied highways. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Boston. Mass. 

No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 167), filed 
August 27, 1964. Applicant: TRANS- 
AMERICAN FREIGHT LINES, INC.. 
1700 North Waterman Avenue, Detroit 
9. Mich. Applicant’s attorney: Howell 
Ellis, Suite 616-618 Fidelity Building, 111 
Monument Circle, Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), serving Carrollton, Mo., as an off- 
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route point in connection with applicant's 
presently authorized regular-route oper¬ 
ations between St. Louis, Mo., and Kan¬ 
sas City, Mo. 

Not*: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No. MC 18088 (Sub-No. 31) hied Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: FLOYD & 
BEASLEY TRANSFER COMPANY, 
INC., Post Office Drawer 8. Sycamore, 
Ala. Applicant's attorneys: A. Alvis 
Layne, Pennsylvania Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20004; and John W. Cooper, 
805 Title Building. Birmingham, Ala. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Textiles , 
textile products and materials and sup¬ 
plies used or utilized in the production 
and shipment of textile products, from 
Hartford, Clio, and Clayton, Ala., to 
Chattanooga, Terni. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No. MC 19778 (Sub-No. 66), filed 
August 31, 1964. Applicant: THE MIL¬ 
WAUKEE MOTOR TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY, a corporation, 516 West 
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, HI., 60606. 
Applicant’s attorney: Robert F. Munsell, 
Room 888, 516 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Chicago, m., 60606. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, in packages and in bulk, 
from Chamberlain, S. Dak., to points in 
Iowa. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Pierre. S. Dak. 

No. MC 22276 (Sub-No. 6). filed Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1964. Applicant: TAYLOR 
DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, a corpora¬ 
tion. 285 West Mitchell Avenue, Cin¬ 
cinnati. Ohio. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats . meat products, meat by¬ 
products, dairy products . and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in Section A, B, and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor'Carriers Certificates 61 M.C.C. 
209, from Cincinnati. Ohio, to points in 
Fayette, Franklin, Dearborn, Ripley, 
Switzerland, Union, Rush, Decatur, Ohio, 
Jefferson, and Jennings Counties, Ind. 

Note: Applicant states that the purpose 
of this application Is to add Swift and Com¬ 
pany to Its presently authorized Irregular- 
route contract operations from Cincinnati, 
Ohio, to 11 counties in southern Indiana. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC 24549 (Sub-No. 4). filed Au¬ 
gust 26, 1964. Applicant: JEAN E. 

VERM EULEN AND GARY VER- 
MEULEN. a partnership, doing business 
as G. VERMEULEN TRUCKING, 3477 
South Ninth, Oshtemo, Mich. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Quentin A. Ewert, 
Union Savings & Loan Building, 117 West 
Allegan Street, Lansing, Mich. 48933. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ice cream 


mix, powdered milk, frozen fruit , frozen 
eggs, condensed milk and sweet cream, 
in containers, from Kalamazoo, Mich., to 
Anderson, Kokomo, Logansport and 
Marion. Ind., and empty containers or 
other incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the described com¬ 
modities, and refused , rejected or dam¬ 
aged shipments, on return. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Lansing. 
Mich. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 153), filed 
August 26, 1964. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., Post 
Office Box 218, Sumner, Iowa. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Salt, from the 
plant sites of the International Salt Co., 
located at or near Watkins Glen, and 
Retsof, N.Y^ to points in Allegheny, 
Beaver, Butler. Crawford, Erie, Fayette, 
Greene, Lawrence, Mercer, Venango, and 
Washington Counties, Pa. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Rochester. 

N.Y. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 154), filed 
August 31, 1964. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., Post 
Office Box 218, Sumner. Iowa. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Truman A Stockton, 
Jr. t The 1650 Grant Street Building, 
Denver 3, Colo. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Frozen prepared foods, from 
Eagle Grove, Iowa, to points in Connec¬ 
ticut, Massachusetts. New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York. Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, and (2) 
frozen meat, from Cedar Rapids. Iowa, 
to points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey. New 
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont. 

Note: Applicant states that part (2) will 
bo restricted to pick-up of part-loads, the 
remainder of which originates at Eagle 
Grove, Iowa. If a hearing Is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 31389 (Sub-No. 64>, filed 
August 25, 1964. Applicant: McLEAN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation. 
Box 213, Winston-Salem. N.C. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: James W. Lawson, 1000 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the plant site of Chase Brass & 
Copper Corp., located near the junction 
of Ohio Highway 15 and Alternate 
U.S. Highway 20 (Jefferson Township, 
Williams County, Ohio) as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's au¬ 
thorized regular-route operations over 
U.S. Highways 6 and 20. 

Note: H a hearing la deemed necessary. 
applicant requests It be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 50002 (Sub-No. 43). filed 
August 31, 1964. Applicant: T. CLAR¬ 


ENCE BRIDGE AND HENRY W 
BRIDGE, doing business as BRIDGE 
BROTHERS, Bridge Street and Ander¬ 
son Road, Post Office Box 929, Lamar, 
Colo. 81052. Applicant's attorneys:* 
Michael T. Corcoran, 1360 Locust Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80220. and C. Zimmerman! 
503 Schweiter Building, Wichita 2! 
Kans. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Anhy¬ 
drous ammonia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the site of Phillips Petroleum Com¬ 
pany anhydrous ammonia plant at or 
near Hoag, Nebr., to points in Colorado, 
Kans as, and Wyoming, and damaged or 
rejected shipments on return. 

Note: If a hearing 1« deemed necessrrv. 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha. Nebr! 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 304), filed 
August 27. 1964. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPORA¬ 
TION, 111 West Jackson Boulevard. 
Chicago, I1L 60604. Authority sou ht 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (A) Nitrogen fertilizer solutions 
and ammoniating solutions, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Fulton, Ind., and 
points within five miles thereof, to points 
in Illinois, Michigan, and Ohio, and (B) 
phosphoric fertilizer solutions, nitrogen 
fertilizer solutions and ammoniating 
solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Sumvan, Ill. and points within five miles 
thereof, to points in Indiana, Missouri 
and Iowa. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed nece* ry. 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 70). filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: HUGH 
BREEDING, INC., 1420 West 35th Street. 
Post Office Box 9515, Tulsa, Okla. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Louis I. Dailey, 2111 
Sterick Building, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, in containers, 
and empty containers or other such in¬ 
cidental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the above-described com¬ 
modities, between points in Oklahom a 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Louisiana. 

Note. Applicant states it proposes i o 
"tack M or Join any authority granted in this 
application with authority presently held in 
Certificate No. MC-52460 (Sub-Nos. 2, 19. 
22, and 64), and that it seeks no duplicating 
authority. If a hearing Is deemed neces¬ 
sary. applicant requests it be held at Tulsa 
or Oklahoma City, Okla., or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 71), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: HUGH 

BREEDING, INC., 1420 West 35th Street. 
Post Office Box 9515, Tulsa, Okla. Ap¬ 
plicant's attorney: Louis I. Dailey. 2111 
Sterick Building, Memphis, Tenn., 38103. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, in containers, empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified) used in transporting the above 
described commodities, and rejected and 
refused shipments, between points in that 
part of Texas east of U.S. Highway 81 
(except those within the city limits of 
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Fort Worth, Tex., and those on U.S. 
Highway 75), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Arkansas (except 
points on U.S. Highway 64 between Port 
Smith, Ark., and Conway, Ark., U.S. 
Highway 65 between Conway. Ark., and 
Little Rock. Ark., and U.S. Highway 70 
between Little Hock, Ark., and the Ar¬ 
kansas -Tennessee State line). 

Note: Applicant states that the purpose of 
this application is to complete the removal 
of a gateway restriction which was partially 
accomplished in the Sub-No. 64 application 
of Hugh Breeding, Inc., in which a Certificate 
was issued April 23. 1963. It proposes to 
“tack” or Join any authority granted in this 
application with that already held by it. and 
It states that it seeks n6 duplicating au¬ 
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Tulsa, Okla., 
or Dallas or Houston, Tex. 

No. MC 58885 (Sub-No. 22), filed Au¬ 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: ATLANTA 

MOTOR LINES, INC., 1268 Caroline 
Street NE., Atlanta, Ga. Applicant’s 
attorney: Paul M. Daniell, 1600 First 
Federal Building, Atlanta. Ga., 30303. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over a 
regular route, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between Tenga, Ga., 
and Ocoee, Tenn., over U.S. Highway 
411, and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only, in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s regular-route operations. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 59728 (Sub-No. 12). filed Au¬ 
gust 27, 1964. Applicant: MORRISON 
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 1100 East 
Jenkins Boulevard, Akron, Ohio. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commodities 
as are dealt in by wholesale and retail 
hardware stores, building and construc¬ 
tion materials and supplies, paper and 
paper products, glassware, junk and 
rags, from Columbus. Ohio, to Decatur 
and La Place, Ill., and points in that part 
of Illinois bounded by a line beginning at 
wie Mississippi River and extending along 
u - s - Highway 36 to La Place. Ill., thence 
along Illinois Highway 32 to Effingham, 
ill., thence along UJ5. Highway 45 to 
Brookport, Ill., thence along the Ohio 
River to the Mississippi River, and thence 
along the Mississippi River to point of 
beginning, including points on the indi- 
cated porticms of the highways specified, 
and those in Missouri and Kansas. 

Ap P licant states It is presently au- 
to transport the commodities in- 
ved he teln from Columbus. Ohio to the 
destination territory set forth above by op¬ 
erating via Marlon, Ohio. The purpose of 

e application Is to eliminate the necessity 
.... ^ pera tlng through the Marion, Ohio gate- 

ay. if a hearing is deemed necessary, ap- 
P leant requests it be held at Cleveland Ohio. 
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No. MC 60012 (Sub-No. 64), filed Au¬ 
gust 31,1964. Applicant: RIO GRANDE 
MOTOR WAY, INC., 775 Wazee Street. 
Denver, Colo. Applicant’s attorney: 
Royce D. Sickler, Post Office Box 5482, 
Denver 17, Colo. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Classes A and B explosives, com¬ 
modities in bulk and commodities which, 
because of size or weight, require special 
equipment for handling, between Glen- 
wood Springs, Colo, and Meredith, Colo.; 
from Glenwood Springs over Colorado 
Highway 82 to Basalt, Colo., thence over 
unnumbered highway to Meredith, Colo., 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points and the off-route 
construction site of the Ruedi dam and 
reservoir which is located approximately 
fifteen (15) miles east of Basalt, Colo. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Denver or Glenwood 
Springs, Colo. 

No. MC 60012 (Sub-No. 65). filed Au¬ 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: RIO GRANDE 
MOTOR WAY, INC., 775 Wazee Street, 
Denver, Colo. Applicant’s attorney: 
Royce D. Sickler, Post Office Box 5482, 
Denver 17, Colo. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, livestock. 
Classes A and B explosives, commodities 
in bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment for handling, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), between Basalt, Colo., and Mere¬ 
dith, Colo., over unnumbered highway, 
serving all intermediate points and the 
off-route construction site of Ruedi Dam 
and Reservoir which is located approxi¬ 
mately fifteen (15) miles east of Basalt, 
Colo. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at either Denver or Glen¬ 
wood Springs, Colo. 

No. MC 65525 (Sub-No. 17). filed Au- 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: WHITE 

BROTHERS TRUCKING CO., a corpora¬ 
tion, Wasco, Ill. Applicant’s attorney: 
Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Prestressed concrete structural members, 
slabs, and shapes, from Lockport, HI., to 
points in Indiana and Wisconsin. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 188), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: EAGLE MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., 830 North 33d Street. 
Birmingham, Ala. Applicant’s attorney: 
Donald L. Morris, 1001 Bank for Savings 
Building, Birmingham 3, Ala. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Tractors, regardless of how 
they are equipped (except tractors used 
in pulling commercial highway trailers), 
between points in Alabama, Arkansas. 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky (except 
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Louisville), Louisiana. North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No. MC 76032 (Sub-No. 188), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: NAVAJO 

FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1205 South 
Platte River Drive, Denver, Colo., 80223. 
Applicant’s attorney: O. Russell Jones, 
207 Bokum Building, 142 West Palace 
Avenue, Santa Fe, New Mexico. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other 
lading), between Phoenix, Ariz., and 
junction Interstate Highway 10 and U.S. 
Highway 60 near Quartzsite, Ariz., from 
Phoenix over Interstate Highway 10 to 
Junction Interstate Highway 10 and U.S. 
Highway 60. and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 
an alternate route for operating con¬ 
venience only in connection with car¬ 
rier’s authorized regular route opera¬ 
tions. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Phoenix, Ariz. 

No. MC 78786 (Sub-No. 253), filed Au¬ 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: PACIFIC 

MOTOR TRUCKING COMPANY, a cor¬ 
poration, 9 Main Street, San Francisco, 
Calif., 94105. Applicant's attorney: 
John MacDonald Smith, 65 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif., 94105. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties, moving in express service between 
Los Angeles, Calif, and Oakland. Calif., 
from Los Angeles over UJS. Highway 99 
to Manteca, Calif., thence over California 
Highway 120 to junction U.S. Highway 
50, thence over U.S. Highway 50 to Oak¬ 
land, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

Note: Applicant states the above proposed 
operations will be subject to the following 
restrictions: (1) service to be performed by 
applicant will limited to that which Is 
auxiliary to or supplemental of express serv¬ 
ice of the Railway Express Agency: (2) ship¬ 
ments transported by applicant will be lim¬ 
ited to those moving on through bills of 
lading or express receipts of Railway Ex¬ 
press Agency. Incorporated; and (3) to the 
extent this authority duplicates authority 
already held by carrier, it shall not be con¬ 
strued as conferring more than one operat¬ 
ing right. Applicant Is also authorized to 
conduct operations as a contract carrier In 
Permit No. MC 78787 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
Common control may be Involved. If a 
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at San Francisco. Calif. 

No. MC 79082 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au¬ 
gust 27, 1964. Applicant: MORRIS 

COHEN, doing business as M. C. AUTO 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 1171 Ocean 
Parkway, Brooklyn, N.Y. Applicant's 
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton- 
nele Avenue, Jersey City, N.J., 07306. 






12996 


NOTICES 


Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Terne or 
tin plate, plain, lacquered, lithographed, 
printed or painted, between Elizabeth, 
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
New York, N.Y., and points in Nassau and 
Westchester Counties, N.Y. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 90373 (Sub-No. 22), filed Au¬ 
gust 27, 1964. Applicant: C & R 

TRUCKING CO., a corporation, Inman 
Avenue, Avenel, N.J. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J., 07306- Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum base 
products, other than in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Linden, N.J., to Washington, 
D.C., points in Anne Arundel, Baltimore, 
Carroll, Frederick, Hartford, Howard, 
Montgomery, Prince Georges, and Wash¬ 
ington Counties, Md., and points in Ar¬ 
lington, Fairfax, Loudoun, Prince George, 
and Prince William Counties, Va. 

Note: Applicant states that the proposed 
operation will be under continuing contract 
with Solar Compounds Carp, and Solar Var¬ 
nish Corp. of Linden, N.J. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests It be 
held at Newark. N.J. 

No. MC 93393 (Sub-No. 7). filed Au¬ 
gust 20, 1964. Applicant: EDWIN H. 
NELSON AND ALFRED S. NELSON, a 
partnership, doing business as NIGHT¬ 
WAY TRANSPORTATION CO., 4106 
South Emerald Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 
Applicant’s attorney: Charles W. Singer, 
33 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill., 
60602. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
packinghouse products, and commodities 
used by packinghouses, as described in 
Sections A, B, C, and D, Appendix I in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (1) between 
Fremont, Ohio and Chicago, HI., and (2) 
between Fremont, Ohio, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Fort Wayne, Ind., 
and Kalamazoo, Mich. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, III. 

No. 95540 (Sub-No. 593). filed August 
31, 1964. Applicant: WATKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., Albany Highway, 
Thomasville, Ga. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Jack M. Holloway, Director of 
Operating Rights, Watkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., Albany Highway. Thomasville, Ga. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Dairy 
products, from points in Nebraska, to 
points in Arizona and California. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 103435 (Sub-No. 153), filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: UNITED 
BUCKINGHAM FREIGHT LINES, East 
915 Springfield Avenue, Spokane, Wash. 
Applicant’s representative: J. Maurice 
Andren, Post Office Box 1631, Rapid City, 
S. Dak.: Applicant’s attorney: George 


LaBlssoniere, 333 Central Building, Se¬ 
attle, Wash. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, livestock, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), (A) between Scottsbluff, 
Nebr., and junction U.S. Highway 385 
and Nebraska Highway 87, from Scotts¬ 
bluff, Nebr., over Nebraska Highway 71 
to junction Nebraska Highway 2 thence 
over Nebraska Highway 2 to junction 
Nebraska Highway 87, thence over Ne¬ 
braska Highway 87 to junction U.S. 
Highway 385 and return over the same 
route serving no intermediate points, as 
an alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only, (B) between Scottsbluff, 
Nebr., and junction U.S. Highway 385 
and UJ5. Highway 26, from Scottsbluff, 
Nebr., over U3. Highway 26 to junction 
U.S. Highway 385 approximately 3 miles 
south of Angora, Nebr., and return over 
the same route, serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only. 

Note: Applicant does not specify place if 
hearing is deemed necessary. 

No. MC 103654 (Sub-No. 84), filed 
August 31.1964. Applicant: SCHIRMER 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, IN¬ 
CORPORATED, 1145 Homer Street, St. 
Paul 16, Minn. Applicant's attorney: 
Val M. Higgins, One Thousand, First 
National Bank Building, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55402. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Cement , from the site of the Dewey 
Portland Cement Company distribution 
terminal in St. Paul, Minn., to points 
in Iowa, Minnesota. North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 187), filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE AWAY, INC., 2800 Lexington 
Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: John E. Lesow, 3737 North 
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers , designed 
to be drawn by passengers automobiles, 
in initial and secondary movements, in 
truckaway service, and rejected ship¬ 
ments, between points in Alaska. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant does not specify place of hearing. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 186), filed 
August 24. 1964. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE AWAY, INC., 2800 Lexington 
Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. Applicant's at¬ 
torney: John E. Lesow. 3737 North 
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Frames and under¬ 
carriages, for trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, from 
points in Elkhart County, Ind., to points 
in the United States (except points in 
Kansas on and east of U.S. Highway 75, 


points in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Wisconsin, Ne¬ 
braska, and Missouri). including Alaska, 
and (excluding Hawaii), and rejected 
shipments, of the commodities specified 
above, on return. 

Note: If a hearing l£ deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Elkhart, ind. 

No. MC 107010 (Sub-No. 13), filed 
September 1, 1964. Applicant: D & R 
BULK CARRIERS, INC., 1020 J Street, 
Auburn, Nebr. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from the plant site of 
Phillips Petroleum Company located at 
or near Hoag, Nebr., to points in Iowa 
and Kansas, and damaged and rejected 
shipments, on return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 109397 (Sub-No. 99), filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: TRI¬ 

STATE MOTOR TRANSIT CO., Post 
Office Box 113, Joplin, Mo. Applicant’s 
attorney: Max G. Morgan, 443-54 Amer- 
ican National Building, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Source 
and special nuclear materials, between 
the Goodyear Atomic Corpora Lion 
located near Sargents, Ohio, and Hem¬ 
atite, Mo. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo. 

No. MC 109584 (Sub-No. 123), filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: ARIZONA- 
PACIFIC TANK LINES, 3201 Ring^by 
Court, Denver, Colo. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Eugene Hamilton (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer, including but not limited 
to anhydrous ammonia, aqua ammonia, 
urea solution, nitrogen fertilizer solu¬ 
tion, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Cheyenne, Wyo., and points within ten 
(10) miles thereof, to points in Colorado, 
Utah, Idaho, and Montana. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 109708 (Sub-No. 37). filed 
August 19, 1964. Applicant: ERVIN J. 
KRAMER, doing business as MARY¬ 
LAND TANK TRANSPORTATION CO., 
401 Highland Street. Frederick. Md. 
Applicant's attorney: Wilmer B. Hill 
Transportation Building, Washington. 
D.C., 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ed¬ 
ible vinegar, produced by the fermenta¬ 
tion process, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Peekskill, N.Y., to Faison, Ayden, 
Mount Olive, and Ahoskie, N.C. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New York. 
N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 379), filed 
August 26, 1964. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 339, 
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I Burlington, Wis. Applicant’s represent- 
I ative* Fred H. Figge (same address as 
I applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
[over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Chemicals and plastics (except liquid fer¬ 
tilizer solutions) in bulk, in tank or hop¬ 
per type vehicles, from Peru, HI., to points 
in Indiana, Iowa. Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin, and (2) 
dry plastics, in bulk, in tank or hopper 
type vehicles, from Peru, Ill., to points in 
Arkansas, Kansas. Kentucky, Nebraska, 
Pennsylvania, and Tennessee. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 380), filed 
August 26. 1964. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 339, 
Burlington, Wis. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Fred H. Figge, Post Office Box 339, 
Burlington, Wis. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Syrup coloring and burnt sugar, In 
bulk, from Clinton, Iowa, to points in 
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana. Maryland, 
Michigan. Minnesota, Missouri, New Jer¬ 
sey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Ten¬ 
nessee, Wisconsin, and Bonner Springs, 
Kans. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 381). filed 
August 26. 1964. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 339, 
Burlington, Wis. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Fred H. Figge, Post Office Box 339, 
Burlington, wis. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Chemicals, dry, in bulk, from Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., to Cincinnati, Ohio, St. Louis 
and Kansas City. Mo., Detroit, Mich., 
and Milwaukee, Wis. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Chicago, I1L 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 678>, filed 
September 2. 1964. Applicant: CHEM¬ 
ICAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 
East Lancaster Avenue. Downingtown, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorneys: Leonard A. 
Jaskiewicz, 1155-15th Street NW., Madi¬ 
son Building, Washington, D.C., 20005 
and Edwin H. van Deusen, 520 East 
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Urea, in 
hulk, in tank or hopper type vehicles, 
from Belle, W. Va., to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Maryland, Michigan, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
v lrginia, and Wisconsin. 

Not*: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 


- 1 ?, 0 - Mc 111545 (Sub-No. 68). ft 
August 31. 1964. Applicant: HOI 

transportation company, in 

•U4 South Pour Lane Highway. Mariet 
a. Applicant’s attorney: Paul 
1600 First Federal Buildl: 
anta, Ga., 30303. Authority soug 
** a com7n °n carrier, by mo 
hide, over irregular routes, transpo 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

ing: Charcoal and charcoal briquettes, 
from points in Hickman, Humphreys. 
Fentress, Houston, and Sullivan Coun¬ 
ties, Tenn., to points in Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Indiana. Ohio, Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, Vermont, and New 
Hampshire. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 69). filed 
September 2, 1964. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
334 South Four Lane Highway. Marietta, 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Paul M. 
Daniell, Suite 1600, First Federal Build¬ 
ing, Atlanta, Ga., 30303. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Cast iron soil pipe and 
fittings, and (2) conduit or pipe, bitu - 
minized fibre (asphalt or pitch impreg¬ 
nated ) and connections or fittings, from 
Holt, Ala., to points in North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla¬ 
homa, Minnesota. Iowa, Missouri, Wis¬ 
consin, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Maine, Ver¬ 
mont. New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New Jersey. Maryland, 
Delaware, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Rhode Island. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 70), filed 
September 2, 1964. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
334 South Four Lane Highway, Marietta, 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Paul M. 
Daniell, 1600, First Federal Building, At¬ 
lanta, Ga., 30303. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Ferro alloy and ferro silicon from 
Chattanooga and -Rockwood, Tenn., to 
points in Kentucky, West Virginia, Vir¬ 
ginia, Maryland, Delaware, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts. Rhode Island, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, and Maine. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 70), filed 
September 2, 1964. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
334 South Four Lane Highway, Marietta, 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Paul M. 
Daniell. Suite 1600, First Federal Build¬ 
ing, Atlanta, Ga., 30303. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Ferro silicon, from Chat¬ 
tanooga and Rockwood, Tenn., to points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wis¬ 
consin, Iowa, and Minnesota. 

Note: Applicant states it la presently au¬ 
thorized to transport ferro alloy from Chat¬ 
tanooga and Rockwood, Tenn., and the pur¬ 
pose of this application Is to permit it to 
transport the additional commodity of ferro 
silicon which Is going from the same shipper 
and to the same customers that he is now 
transporting ferro alloy. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Chattanooga. Tenn. 


No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 187), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1 964. Applicant: LIQUID 

TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Box 
5135, Cherokee Station, Louisville 5, Ky. 
Applicant’s attorney: Dale Woodall, 150 
East Court Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chemicals, In bulk, 
between Mt. Vernon. Ind., and points 
within ten (10) miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Cali¬ 
fornia. Oregon, and Washington. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington. 
D.C. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 49). filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964 Applicant: ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 220 East Broad¬ 
way, Eagle Grove, Iowa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Marshall D. Becker, 924, City Na¬ 
tional Bank Building, Omaha 2, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Frozen pre¬ 
pared foods, from Eagle Grove, Iowa, to 
points in Connecticut. Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Ver¬ 
mont and (2) Frozen meat, from Cedar 
Rapids. Iowa, to points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island and Vermont, restricted to pick¬ 
up of part-loads, the remainder of which 
originates at Eagle Grove, Iowa. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Des Moines. 
Iowa. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. 19), filed Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1964. Applicant: WARD 
TRANSPORT INC., Post Office Box 133, 
Pueblo, Colo. Applicant’s attorney: 
Marion F. Jones, Suite 526, Denham 
Building, Denver, Colo., 80202. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Anhydrous ammo¬ 
nia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plant site of the Phillips Petroleum Com¬ 
pany anhydrous ammonia plant at or 
near Hoag, Nebr., to points in Kansas 
and Wyoming. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Omaha, Nebr., 
or Denver. Colo. 

No. MC 114091 (Sub-No. 64), filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: HUFF 

TRANSPORT CO.. INC., Post Office Box 
13116, Louisville, Ky. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Rudy Yessin, Sixth Floor, McClure 
Building, Frankfort, Ky. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant site 
of the Phillips Petroleum Company, lo¬ 
cated at or near North Bend, Ohio, to 
points in Indiana, Kentucky, and Michi¬ 
gan, and only empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the commodities 
specified above, on return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus. 
Ohio. 

No. MC 114194 (Sub-No. 77), filed Au¬ 
gust 27, 1964. Applicant: KREIDER 













12998 

TRUCK SERVICE, INC., 8003 Collins¬ 
ville Road, East St. Louis. Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Acids and chemicals, in 
bulk, from Tri City Regional Port Com¬ 
plex in Madison County. Ill., to points in 
Arkansas. Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Nebraska, and Ten¬ 
nessee, and rejected shipments , on 
return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at St. Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 114699 (Sub-No. 25), filed 
August 28. 1964. Applicant: TANK 
LINES INCORPORATED, Post Office 
Box 6415, Dabney Road, Richmond 30, 
Va. Applicant’s attorney: E. Stephen 
Heisley, Transportation Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20006. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Edible and inedible animal oils, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Suffolk and 
Smithfleld, Va.. to points in North 
Carolina, South Carolina. Georgia, 
Tennesse, Maryland. Delaware. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, New Jersey. New York, and the 
District of Columbia. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 97), filed 
August 25, 1964. Applicant: WALTER 
POOLE, doing business as POOLE 
TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 346, Ever¬ 
green, Ala. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert E. Tate, 2031 Ninth Avenue S., 
Birmingham, Ala. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Prefabricated homes, complete, 
knocked down or in sections and when 
transported in connection with the trans¬ 
portation of such homes, component 
parts thereof and equipment and ma¬ 
terials incidental to the erection and 
completion of such homes, from Mobile, 
Ala., to points in Georgia. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Mobile, Ala. 

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 98), filed 
August 25, 1964. Applicant: WALTER 
POOLE, doing business as POOLE 
TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 346, 
Evergreen, Ala. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert E. Tate, 2031 Ninth Avenue 
S., Birmingham, Ala. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Cast iron pipe and fittings, from 
the plant and shipping yards of James 
B. Clow & Sons, Irving Park Road east of 
Mt. Prospect Road at or near Bensenville, 
HI., to points in Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Georgia, Florida. Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, North Carolina, 
and South Carolina. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 99), filed 
August 25, 1964. Applicant: WALTER 
POOLE, doing business as POOLE 
TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 346. Ever¬ 
green, Ala. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert E. Tate, 2031 Ninth Avenue, S., 
Birmingham, Ala. Authority sought to 
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operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Shooks, lumber, crates, boxes, crate , 
box, and shook materials, and pallets 
between points in Florida and Georgia 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, New Jersey. New 
York. North Carolina, Ohio, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Vir¬ 
ginia, Wisconsin, and Pennsylvania. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta. Ga. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 82), filed 
August 26, 1964. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INC., 707 Market Street, 
St. Louis, Mo. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer materials, 
from Malden, Mo., and points within ten 
(10) miles thereof, to points in Arkansas, 
Kentucky, and Tennessee. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 83), filed 
August 26, 1964. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INC., 707 Market Street. 
St. Louis, Mo. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Charcoal, charcoal briquettes and 
charcoal products, from Salem, Mo. and 
points within fifteen (15) miles thereof, 
to points in Minnesota, Texas, Wiscon¬ 
sin, Arkansas, Iowa, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
and Nebraska. 

Note: If a bearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub-No. 49), filed 
August 26. 1964. Applicant: WESTERN 
TRANSPORT CO., INC., 2400 Cold 
Springs Road, Fort Worth, Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vegetable oils and 
products thereof and meals, from 
Helena, Ark., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Illinois, Kan¬ 
sas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missouri, 
Mississippi, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and 
Texas. 

Note: Applicant states that no duplicating 
authority is sought. Common control may 
be Involved. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Little 
Rock, Ark., or Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub-No. 50), filed 
August 27, 1964. Applicant: WESTERN 
TRANSPORT CO., INC., 2400 Cold 
Springs Road, Fort Worth, Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vegetable oils and 
animal fats, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) from Memphis, Tenn., to points in 
Arkansas, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, and Tennessee, and (2) from 
points in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Missouri, and Okla¬ 
homa, to Memphis, Tenn. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 


No. MC 116204 (Sub-No. 10;, filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: VAN e 
HA M L E TT, 3049 Dickerson Road, Nash^ 
ville, Tenn. Applicant’s attorney: Rob¬ 
ert H. Cowan, Suite 434, Stahlman 
Building, Nashville 3, Tenn. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Perlite products (other 
than crude), and mineral wool, in bags 
batts or tubes, from points in Davidson 
County, Tenn., to points in Arkansas, 
and empty containers or other such in¬ 
cidental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the commodities specified 
on return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Nashville! 
Tenn, Applicant states that the above 
transportation wUl be under contract with 
Chemrock Corporation. Applicant conducts 
operations as a common carrier in No. MC 
118883, therefore, dual operations may be 
Involved. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 169), filed Au¬ 
gust 27,1964. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., Elm Springs. 
Ark. Applicant’s attorney: John H. 
Joyce, 26 North College, Fayetteville, 
Ark. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, potato products (except frozen 
with and without other ingredients, 
cooked, diced, flaked, powdered, shredded 
and slices), from Greenville, Mich., to 
points in Illinois, Missouri, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Indiana, Kentucky. Tennessee, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Ohio, Maryland, Delaware, 
District of Columbia. New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, and Maine. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 170). filed 
August 31, 1964. Applicant: WILLIS 
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., Elm 
Springs, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: 
John H. Joyce, 26 North College. Fayette¬ 
ville, Ark. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods , from Caldwell, Nampa, and 
Heyburn, Idaho, to points in New Hamp¬ 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York. New Jer¬ 
sey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Note: Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Boise, Idaho. 

No. MC 117322 (Sub-No. 1). filed Au- 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: LESTER 

NOVOTNY, doing business as CHAT- 
FIELD TRUCKING. Chatfield, Minn. 
Applicant's attorney: Clay R. Moore, 
1000 First National Bank Building, Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., 5 5 4 0 2. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (a) Butter, from points.in 
Fillmore, Goodhue, Houston. Mower, 
Olmsted, Wabasha and Winona Counties. 
Minn., Vernon Township, Dodge County, 
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I Minn., to Dearfield, HI., and Minneapolis- 
I st, Paul. Minn, (b) powdered milk, from 
I points in Fillmore, Goodhue, Houston, 
I Mower, Olmsted, Wabasha, and Winona 
I Counties, Minn., Vernon Township, 
Dodge County, Minn., and Blooming 
Prairie. Minn., to Deerfield, Ill., and Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis., and (c) powdered milk, 
from Decorah and Waukon, Iowa, to 
Dearfield, Ill., and Milwaukee. Wis., and 
rejected shipments on return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC 117344 (Sub-No. 138), filed 
August 24, 1964. Applicant: THE 

| MAXWELL CO., 10380 Evendale Drive, 

' Cincinnati 15, Ohio. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: James R. Stiverson, 50 West 
Broad Street, Columbus 15, Ohio. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel and 
iron and steel articles , between points in 
Boyd County, Ky., and points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
and Virginia. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

No. MC 117344 (Sub-No. 139), filed 
August 24,1964. Applicant: THE MAX¬ 
WELL CO., 10380 Evendale Drive. 
Cincinnati 15, Ohio. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: James R. Stiverson, 50 West 
Broad Street, Columbus 15, Ohio. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel and 
iron and steel articles, between points in 
Boyd County, Ky., and points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 


No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
August 25, 1964. Applicant EVERETT 
LOWRANCE, Post Office Box 10216, New 
Orleans, La. Applicant’s attorney: Al¬ 
bert A. Andrin, 105 West Adams Street, 
Chicago 3, HI. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in 
Appendix I to Descriptions in Motor 
Cam* er Certificates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
'66 (except hides, and commodities in 
bulk. i n tank vehicles), from the plant 
sites and cold storage facilities utilized 
hy Wilson & Co., Inc., located at or near 
Lnerokee, Iowa, to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia. Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri North Carolina, Oklahoma. South 
woiina, Tennessee, Texas, and Vir¬ 
ginia. 


annul* a bearing la deemed neccs 
PPHcant requests It be held at Chicag< 
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cant: PENINSULA FAST FREIGHT, 
INC., 1035 East First Avenue, Anchorage, 
Alaska. Applicant’s attorney: George 
R. LaBissoniere, 333 Central Building, 
Seattle, Wash. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities, including Classes 
A and B explosives (but excluding house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and articles of un¬ 
usual value), between Delta Junction 
and Glennallen, Alaska, and points in 
southeastern Alaska and Seattle, Wash. 

Note: Applicant states it proposes to con¬ 
duct the above-described operations via 
Prince Rupert, British Columbia, Snag, 
Yukon Territory, and the Alaskan Ferry Sys¬ 
tem. Common control may be Involved. 
The purpose of this repubUcatlon Is to in¬ 
clude “Classes A and B explosives” in the 
commodity description and to show appli¬ 
cant’s attorney. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Seattle, Wash. 

No. MC 118480 (Sub-No. 5) (AMEND¬ 
MENT) , filed May 25, 1964, published in 
Federal Register, issue of June 17, 1964, 
amended August 31. 1964, and repub¬ 
lished as amended this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: PENINSULA FAST FREIGHT, 
INC., 1035 East First Avenue, Anchorage, 
Alaska. Applicant’s attorney: George 
R. La B issoniere. 333 Central Building, 
Seattle 4, Wash. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities including 
Classes A and B explosives (but exclud¬ 
ing household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
articles of unusual value) between Se¬ 
ward, Homer, Kenai and Anchorage, 
Alaska, and Kodiak, Alaska, via Alaska 
Ferry System. 

Note: Common control may be Involved. 
The purpose of this republication is to In¬ 
clude “Classes A and B explosives” In the 
commodity description, and to show appli¬ 
cant’s attorney. If a hearing Is deemed nec¬ 
essary, applicant requests It be held at Seat¬ 
tle. Wash. 

No. MC 118610 (Sub-No. 6), filed Au¬ 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: L & B EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., Post Office Box 281, 
Owensboro. Ky. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel and iron and steel 
articles, as described in 61 M.C.C. 209 
from Owensboro, Ky., to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and 
Pennsylvania and rejected shipments on 
return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Owensboro. 
Ky. 

No. MC 119082 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
August 26. 1964. Applicant: FOX & 
GINN MOVING & STORAGE CO., a cor¬ 
poration, 195 Thatcher Street. Bangor, 
Maine. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture, uncrated, from Richford. Vt., 
to points in Maine, New Hampshire, Ver¬ 
mont. Massachusetts. Rhode Island, Con¬ 
necticut, New York, and New Jersey, and 
damaged merchandise returned to ship¬ 
per for repairs, on return. 


Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Richford, Vt. 

No. MC 119531 (Sub-No. 23). filed 
September 1, 1964. Applicant: DIECK- 
BRADER EXPRESS. INC.. 5391 Wooster 
Road. Cincinnati, Ohio. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Charles W. Singer, 33 North La 
Salle Street, Suite 3600, Chicago 2, I1L 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Metal cans, and 
materials, equipment , and supplies used 
in the manufacture, sale and distribution 
of metal cans (1) from Cincinnati. Ohio, 
and points in Anderson Township (Ham¬ 
ilton County), Ohio, to that part of 
Michigan on and north of Interstate 
Highway 196 from its junction with U.S. 
Highway 31 to its junction with U5. 
Highway 131 on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 131 to Petoskey. Mich., and (2) from 
Austin, Ind., to points in Ohio and 
Kentucky. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 119531 (Sub-No. 24), filed 
August 31, 1964. Applicant: DIECK- 
BRADER EXPRESS. INC., 5391 Wooster 
Road, Cincinnati, Ohio. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Charles W. Singer, 33 North La 
Salle Street, Suite 3600, Chicago 2, I1L 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dairy products, be¬ 
tween Cincinnati, Ohio, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Kentucky, 
Illinois, Indiana, Maryland, Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 120060 (Sub-No. 2), filed July 
24, 1964. Applicant: THE PARK 

TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
333 Park Avenue, East Hartford, Conn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Thomas W. Mur- 
rett, 410 Asylum Street, Hartford, Conn. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, commodities 
requiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), between points in Connecticut. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Hartford, 
Conn. 

No. MC 123304 (Sub-No. 8), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
COURIERS, INC., 1316 North Carroll, 
Dallas, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: 
Ewell H. Muse, Jr., Suite 415, Perry 
Brooks Building, Austin 1, Tex. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a co7itract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Exposed and 
processed film and prints, complimentary 
replacement film , incidental dealer han¬ 
dling supplies and advertising literature 
moving therewith (except motion picture 
film used primarily for commercial 
theatre and television exhibition) for 
the account of the Eastman Kodak Com¬ 
pany, (a) between points in Fulton 
County. Ga.. on the one hand, and, on 
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the other, points in Lee, Montgomery 
and Tallapoosa Counties, Ala., and (b) 
between points in De Kalb County, Ga., 
on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in Calhoun, Colbert, Etowah, 
Jefferson (except the city of Birming¬ 
ham) , Lauderdale, Lee, Madison, Mont¬ 
gomery (except the city of Mont¬ 
gomery) , Morgan, Talladega, Tallapoosa 
and Walker Counties, Ala. (2) Business 
papers, records and audit and account¬ 
ing media of all kinds (except plant re¬ 
movals) , for the account of The Service 
Bureau Corporation, between Atlanta, 
Ga., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Chattanooga, Tenn., and points in Ala¬ 
bama (except the cities of Birmingham 
and Montgomery). (3) Lithographed 
and/or printed unused personalized 
checks and related unused miscellaneous 
bank documents, for the account of 
John H. Harland Company, between At¬ 
lanta, Ga., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Chattanooga, Tenn., and points in 
Alabama. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 123670 (Sub-No. 3), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: EARL R. 
CROWEL AND KENNETH L. CROWEL, 
doing business as CROWEL TRUCKING, 
701 West St. Clair Street, Almont, Mich. 
Applicant’s attorney: John M. Veale, 
Suite 1700, One Woodward Avenue, De¬ 
troit, Mich. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Pickles and sauerkraut, in jars and bar¬ 
rels, from Imlay City, and Detroit, Mich., 
to points in Pennsylvania, and jars and 
barrels, on return. 

Note : Applicant states the proposed service 
is to be under continuing contract with Vlaslc 
Pood Products Company. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Lansing, Mich. 

No. MC 123670 (Sub-No. 4), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: EARL R. 
CROWEL AND KENNETH L. CROW¬ 
EL, a partnership, doing business as 
CROWEL TRUCKING, 701 West St. 
Clair Street, Almont, Mich. Applicant’s 
attorney: John M. Veale, Suite 1700, One 
Woodward Avenue, Detroit, Mich., 48226. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer, from 
points in Ohio, to points in Michigan, 
and empty containers or other incidental 
facilities (not specified) used in trans¬ 
porting the above-described commodity, 
on return. 

Note: Applicant states the above proposed 
operations will be performed under a contin¬ 
uing contract with the F. S. Royster Guano 
Company. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Lansing, 
Mich. 

No. MC 124770 (Sub-No. 5), filed Au¬ 
gust 20, 1964. Applicant: FRANK G. 
TELLERI, doing business as TELLERI 
TRUCKING CO.. 335 Allen Street, Eliza¬ 
beth, N.J. Applicant’s representative: 
Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New York 
6, N.Y. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration and “tram” meat rails, from 


Hoboken, N.J., to New Haven and Hart¬ 
ford, Conn., Cranston and Providence, 
RJ., Springfield, Worcester, Fitchburg, 
Westwood, Somerville, and Boston, Mass., 
and Portland, Maine, and rejected, re¬ 
turned, and damaged shipments, on re¬ 
turn. RESTRICTION: Under contract 
with Jefferson Packing Company, Hobo¬ 
ken, N.J. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 

D. C. or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 125029 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
August 31, 1964. Applicant: BOYD 

ADAMS, doing business as DRIVE-IN- 
SERVICE, 272 McGavock Pike, Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Privately owned passenger automo¬ 
biles, in secondary movements, in drive- 
away service, with or without passengers 
and their baggage, subject to the re¬ 
striction that the passengers and their 
baggage who may accompany the auto¬ 
mobiles described above are restricted 
to the owner of the respective automo¬ 
bile, employees, dependents, or relatives 
of the said owner, or other designated by 
and traveling with the said owner in 
special operations, between Nashville, 
Tenn., and points within 75 miles 
thereof on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States, ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 125271 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
August 31. 1964. Applicant: DONALD 

E. KRAKE. doing business as HAINES 
TRANSFER CO., Post Office Box 28, 
Haines, Alaska. Applicant’s attorney: 
N. C. Banfield, Post Office Box 1121, 
Juneau, Alaska. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, livestock and commodities in 
bulk), between points in Haines, Alaska. 

Note: Applicant states that he has applied 
for operating authority in MC 125271 be¬ 
tween points in Southeastern Alaska but the 
application specifically excluded operations 
between certain points. This exclusion was 
examined at the hearing In MC 125271 and 
found to include an exclusion from opera¬ 
tions "between points in any single • • • 
community • • •” This was not Intended 
by applicant. Therefore it is believed by 
applicant to be necessary to file this applica¬ 
tion. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Juneau, 
Alaska. 

No. MC 125634 (Sub-No. 3), filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: TOLEDO 

PIPE TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office 
Box 96, Sylvania, Ohio. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: David Axelrod. 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Forms used in the manufacture of 
concrete pipe, between St. Louis, Mo., 
Mishawaka, Ind., Jackson, Mich., and 
Silica, Lima, and Columbus, Ohio. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Toledo, Ohio, 
or Detroit, Mich. 


No. MC 125723 (Sub-No. 2) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1964. Applicant: RIGLEY 
EXPRESS, INC., 605 South 14th Street 
Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Appli- 
cant’s attorney: J. Max Harding, Box 
2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Hamburger patties, syrups, 
mustard, pickles, catsup, dehydrated 
onion, cheese, and such paper and plastic 
goods as are used in drive-in restaurants, 
from Wichita, Kans., to points in Ar¬ 
kansas, Colorado, Iowa, Kentucky, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, Tennessee, Texas, 
Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri, and 
Nebraska, and exempt commodities on 
return. 

Note: Applicant states that the proposed 
operation will be under a continuing con¬ 
tract, or contracts, with Rlgley Distributing 
Co., Inc. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it he held at Wichita, 
Kans. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 20) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 3,1964. Applicant: JACK GRAY 
TRANSPORT, INC., 3200 Gibson Trans¬ 
fer Road, Hammond, Ind. Applicant’s 
attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South La 
Salle Street. Chicago 3, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sarid, in bulk, in dump 
vehicles, from Berlin, Wis., to points in 
Indiana and Illinois. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, HI. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 21) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1964. Applicant: JACK GRAY 
TRANSPORT, INC., 3200 Gibson Trans¬ 
fer Road, Hammond. Ind. Applicant’s 
attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South La 
Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Coke, in bulk, from points 
in Lucas County, Ohio, to points in 
Indiana and Michigan. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., or Detroit, Mich. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 22). filed 
September 3, 1964. Applicant: JACK 
GRAY TRANSPORT, INC., 3200 Gibson 
Transfer Road, Hammond, Ind. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago 3. Ill. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car - 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Pig iron, in bulk, 
in dump vehicles, from Detroit, Mich., 
to points in Ohio. Indiana, and Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Detroit, 
Mich. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 24) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1964. Applicant: JACKGRA* 
TRANSPORT, INC., 3200 Gibson Trans¬ 
fer Road, Hammond, Ind. Applicant s 
attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South La 
Salle Street. Chicago 3, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Scrap iron, in bulk, in 
dump vehicles, (a) from points in In¬ 
diana, to points in Michigan, and (in 
from Canton, Ohio, to points in Indians 
and Michigan. 
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Note: If ft hearing is deemed necessary, 
Lppiicant does not specify place of hearing. 

No MC 126481 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 25. 1964. Applicant: RICHARD 
ItELSON. 19 Femcliff Road, Bloomfield, 
NJ. Applicant’s attorney: Herman B. J. 
Weckstein, 1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, 
NJ. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wearing 
apparel, on hangers, and materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture thereof, 
between New York, N.Y.. and Lyndhurst. 
NJ. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 126522, filed August 20, 1964. 
Applicant: N. BARD BROWN AND 
HELEN B. KRINER, a partnership, 
doing business as SENIOR HILL OR¬ 
CHARDS, Post Office Box 416, Waynes¬ 
boro. Pa. Applicant's attorney: Millard 
A. Ullman, Trust Company Building, 
Waynesboro. Pa., 17268. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Bagged farm fertil¬ 
izer and bagged farm feed, from points 
in Baltimore County. Md., to Waynes¬ 
boro, Pa., for Agway, Inc., Waynesboro, 
Pa.: (2) farm machinery . assembled, 
from Columbus, Ohio, to Waynesboro, 
Pa., for Stottlemyer’s Implement Service, 
Waynesboro, Pa.; (3) orchard sprayers, 
assembled, from Ashland, Ohio, to 
Arendtsville, Pa., for Arendtsville Ga¬ 
rage. Arendtsville, Pa.; (4) loose scrap 
metal, from Waynesboro, Pa., to points 
in Baltimore County, Md., for Lloyd O. 
Bingaman, doing business as Bingaman's 
Auto Body Shop and Wayne Junk Com¬ 
pany, Inc., both of Waynesboro, Pa;; and 
(5) baled scrap paper and rags, from 
Waynesboro, Pa., to Halltown, W. Va., for 
Wayne Junk Company, Inc., Waynes¬ 
boro. Pa. 

Note: Applicant states the above proposed 
operations will Involve the transportation 
of exempt agricultural commodities and 
products thereof, and exempt farm supplies 
owned by applicant, in the reverse direction. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Waynesboro or Cham- 
oersburg, pa., or Hagerstown, Md. 

No. MC 126527, filed August 24. 1964. 
Applicant: HARVEY HOFFMANN. Box 
215, Dorchester, Wis. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Animal and poultry feed and animal 
and poultry feed ingredients, in bags and 
to bulk, and fertilizer from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to points in Wisconsin. 

Notk: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
requesU lt be held at Minneapolis, 

No. MC 126528, filed August 28, 1964. 
Applicant: BULK HAULERS, INC.. 
Crown Street, Nashua. N.H. Applicant’s 
representative: T. J. O’Loughlin, Jr., 18 
oaker street, Hudson, N.H. Authority 
fougnt to operate as a contract carrier, 
oy motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 

ansportlng: Pig iron from Nashua, 

•fi.. to points in Connecticut, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Ver- 


A PP llc ant states the proposed op® 
as to be conducted under a continuli 


contract with United States Steel Corpora¬ 
tion. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Boston. Mass. 
See MC-F-8870 published September 9. 1964. 

No. MC 126532, filed August 24, 1964. 
Applicant: RAYMOND W. ULLERY. 
R.R. No. 2, Plymouth, Ind. Applicant’s 
attorney: Ferdinand Born. 1017-19 
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indi¬ 
anapolis 4, Ind. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Corrugated paper boxes, knocked 
down, from LaPorte, Ind., to points in 
Cook, Kankakee, and Will Counties, Ill., 
and that part of Michigan bounded on 
the west by Lake Michigan, on the north 
by Michigan Highway 46 to Junction 
Michigan Highway 57 near Muskegon, 
Mich., thence over Michigan Highway 57 
to junction Michigan Highway 54. and 
on the east from junction Michigan 
Highway 57 and Michigan Highway 54 
over Michigan Highway 54 to Flint, 
Mich., thence over U.S. Highway 23 to 
the Michigan-Ohio State line, including 
points on the highways as above set forth, 
and pallets, skids, and empty containers 
or other such incidental facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the above 
described commodities, on return. 

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Indianapolis. 
Ind. 

No. MC 126535. filed August 25, 1964. 
Applicant: NAP’S TRUCKING CO., 
INC., 176 East Kinney Street, Newark. 
N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Charles J. 
Williams, 1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, 
N.J. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Office 
equipment, materials and supplies, from 
Newark, N.J., to New York. N.Y., and to 
points in Westchester County on and 
south of U.S. Highway 287, and points in 
Nassau and Suffolk Counties, N.Y., and 
returned refused, damaged and rejected 
shipments of the above-described com¬ 
modities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed service 
will be under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Remington Rand Office Systems, 
Division of Sperry Rand Corporation. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests lt be held at Newark, N J. 

No. MC 126536. filed August 26, 1964. 
Applicant: L. C. N. INC., 405 Belmont 
Avenue, Haddonfield, N.J. Applicant’s 
representative: G. Donald Bullock, Post 
Office Box 146, Wyncote, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Grey iron castings used 
in highway construction, uncrated, from 
Atco. N.J., to points in Delaware, Mary¬ 
land, New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, and (2) 
articles used or useful in the manufac¬ 
ture, sales and distribution of grey iron 
castings used in highway construction, 
uncrated, from points in Delaware, Mary¬ 
land, New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, to Atco, 
NJ. 

Note: Applicant states that the proposed 
operation will be under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Bridgestate & Con¬ 
tractors Foundry. If a hearing Is deemed 
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necessary, applicant requests lt be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 126540, filed August 24. 1964. 
Applicant: J & S TRUCK LINE, INC., 
817 Southwest 37th Street, Oklahoma 
City 9. Okla. Applicant’s attorney: 
James W. Hightower, Wynnewood Pro¬ 
fessional Building, Dallas 24, Tex. Au¬ 
thority sough to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer , dry, fer¬ 
tilizer materials and feed grade urea, in 
bags or bulk, except in tank vehicles, 
and fertilizer materials and damaged 
and rejected shipments of the above- 
specified commodities, between Byran 
and Littlefield, Tex., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Arkansas. 
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Mexico, and Oklahoma. 

Note: Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests lt be held at Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 126541. filed August 24, 1964. 
Applicant: W. M. KINNER, doing busi¬ 
ness as W. M. KINNER TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., Post Office Box 1027, Lufkin, 
Tex. Applicant’s attorney: J. Malcolm 
Robinson, Suite 204, 904 Lavaca Street, 
Post Office Box 1117, Austin, Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Drilling mud, drill¬ 
ing mud compounds, drilling mud addi¬ 
tives, nutshell flour and industrial clay, 
in sacks, bags, and drums, from points 
in Angelina and Gregg Counties, Tex., 
to points in Louisiana, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, Arkansas, Mississippi, and Hous¬ 
ton, Tex., and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting ..the above-specified 
commodities, on return. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Austin, Tex. 

No. MC 126542, filed August 26, 1964. 
Applicant: B. R. WILLIAMS, doing busi¬ 
ness as B. R. WILLIAMS TRUCKING, 
610 Main Street, Oxford, Ala. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Tate, 
2031 Ninth Avenue, S., Birmingham, Ala. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Brass, bronze, 
and copper pipe fittings, valves and cast¬ 
ings, from the plant site of Lee Brothers 
Corporation located near DeArmanville, 
Ala., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Hawaii and Alaska), and (2) brass, 
bronze, and copper scrap, brass, bronze 
and copper ingots, phosphorous copper 
shot, fire brick, clay, mortar, catalogs, 
machinery, boxes or packaging , mate¬ 
rials, graphite, valve parts, paint, office 
furniture, copper tubing, returned brass, 
bronze and copper fittings, valves and 
castings, empty shipping containers and 
pallets, and any other equipment, ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the manufac¬ 
turing and distribution of brass, bronze, 
and copper fittings, valves and castings, 
from points in the United States (except 
Hawaii and Alaska), to the plant site of 
Lee Brothers Corporation located near 
DeArmanville, Ala., with privilege to 
stop-off at the L. A. Draper and Sons, 
Inc. facility near the plant site of Lee 
Brothers Corporation on brass, bronze or 
copper scrap for grading and processing 
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NOTICES 


before delivery to Lee Brothers Corpora¬ 
tion plant. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant request^ It be held at Birmingham, 
Ala. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 15317 (Sub-No. 4) filed August 
31, 1964. Applicant: CROWN TRANSIT 
LINES, INC., 326 North Sixth Street, 
Springfield, HI. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage and express 
and newspapers, in the same vehicles 
with passengers, from Peoria, and Gales¬ 
burg, Ill., over Interstate Highway 74, to 
Moline, HI., serving no intermediate 
points. 

Note: If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Springfield, 
HI. 

No. MC 109802 (Sub-No. 22) (AMEND¬ 
MENT) . filed May 1, 1964, published in 
Federal Register issue of May 27, 1964, 
amended September 1, 1964, and repub¬ 
lished as amended this issue. Applicant: 
LAKELAND BUS LINES, INC., East 
Blackwell Street, Dover, N.J. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Bernard F. Flynn, Jr., 
York-Flynn Building, East Blackwell 
Street, Dover, N.J. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and 
express, mail and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Net- 
cong, N.J. and Washington, N.J., from 
Netcong over U.S. Highway 46 to Hack- 
ettstown, N.J. (also, within Mount Olive 
Township, N.J. over Interstate Highway 
80 to junction U.S. Highway 46), thence 
over city streets in Hackettstown to junc¬ 
tion New Jersey Highway 24, thence over 
New Jersey Highway 24 to Washington, 
and return over the same routes, serving 
all intermediate points, on the one hand, 
and, on the other. New York City, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states It proposes to tack 
the above authority with Its existing cer¬ 
tificated routes. The purpose of this repub¬ 
lication Is to show deletion of parts (1), (3) 
and (4) of the previous route description. 
Part (1) of prior route description now con¬ 
tained in Docket No. MC 109802 (Sub-No. 
23), parts (3) and (4) in Docket No. MC 
109802 (Sub-No. 24), published this issue. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 109802 (Sub-No. 23), filed 
September 1, 1964. Applicant: LAKE¬ 
LAND BUS LINES, INC., East Blackwell 
Street, Dover, N.J. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Bernard F. Flynn, Jr., York-Flynn 
Building, East Blackwell Street, Dover, 
N.J. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, between Netcong, N.J. and New¬ 
ton, N.J., from junction McAllen Street 
and U.S. Highway 206 in Netcong, over 
U.S. Highway 206 to Newton, thence over 
city streets in Newton, and return over 
the same route, serving the Green, Park 
Place and Main Street, in particular, in 
Newton, N.J., and all intermediate points 
in connection with applicant’s author¬ 


ized regular-route operations between 
Netcong, N.J. and New York City, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states tacking Is intended 
to service the designated area to and from 
New York City, N.Y. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
either Dover or Newark. NJ. 

No. MC 109802 (Sub-No. 24), filed Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1964. Applicant: LAKELAND 
BUS LINES, INC., East Blackwell Street. 
Dover, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Ber¬ 
nard F. Flynn, Jr., York-Flynn Build¬ 
ing, East Blackwell Street, Dover, N.J. 
Authority sought to operate as a cof/i- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, (1) between Dover, N.J. and 
Sparta Township, N.J., over applicant’s 
certificated routes in Dover to junction 
U.S. Highway 46 and New Jersey High¬ 
way 15, thence over New Jersey Highway 
15 to Sparta Township, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points in connection with applicant’s au¬ 
thorized regular-route operations to and 
from New York City, N.Y.; and (2) be¬ 
tween junction Interstate Highway 80 
and New Jersey Highway 15 and Sparta 
Township, N.J., over New Jersey High¬ 
way 15, serving all intermediate points 
in a direct motor passenger service to 
and from New York City, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states it proposes to tack 
the above authority with its existing certif¬ 
icated routes. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Dover, 
N.J. 

Applications of Freight Forwarders 

No. FF-260 (Sub-No. 2) (TRIPLE R 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Exten¬ 
sion—Virginia), filed September 1, 1964. 
Applicant: TRIPLE R TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., 15 Hunters Lane, 
Roslyn, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
Harris J. Klein, 280 Broadway, New 
York 7, N.Y. Authority sought under 
Section 410, Part IV of the Interstate 
Commerce Act to extend operations as 
a freight forwarder in interstate or 
foreign commerce, through the use of 
facilities of common carriers by motor 
vehicle in the transportation of baggage 
and trunks containing personal belong¬ 
ings and effects between Fairfield, New 
Haven, and Hartford Counties, Conn.; 
Baltimore County, Md.; Washington, 
D.C.; New Castle and Kent Counties, 
Del., and Fairfax County, Va. on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Orange, Dutchess, Ulster, Sullivan, 
Delaware, Schoharie, Albany, Rensselaer, 
Putnam, Columbia, Greene. Broome, 
Washington, Warren, Hamilton, Essex, 
Herkimer, Chenango and Franklin Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y.; Fairfield, Hartford, and New 
Haven Counties, Conn.; Hampden, 
Hampshire, Franklin, and Berkshire 
Counties, Mass.; Bradford, Susquehanna, 
Wayne, Pike, Northampton, Carbon, Lu¬ 
zerne, Monroe, and Wyoming Counties. 
Pa. and (2) between points in Nas¬ 
sau, Suffolk, Queens. Kings, Bronx, New 
York, Richmond, Westchester, and Rock¬ 
land Counties, N.Y.; Philadelphia, Bucks, 
Chester, and Montgomery Counties, Pa.; 
Bergen, Essex, Passaic, Union, Hudson, 


Mercer, Monmouth, Ocean, Burlington 
Camden, Gloucester, Salem, and Atlantic 
Counties, N.J., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Washington. Warren ] 
Hamilton, Essex, Herkimer, Chenango 
and Franklin Counties, N.Y. 

Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Has Been Requested ! 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 531 (Sub-No. 154), filed Au¬ 
gust 31, 1964. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS. INC., 4904 Griggs Road,] 
Houston, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: 
Ewell H. Muse, Jr., Suite 415, Perry- 
Brooks Building, Auston 1, Tex. Au-; 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum lubri¬ 
cating grease, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Port Arthur, Tex., to Cleveland. 
Ohio. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 


No. MC 936 (Sub-No. 34) , filed Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. Applicant: VALLEY 

MOTOR LINES, INC., 1220 West Wash¬ 
ington Boulevard, Montebello, Calif. 
Applicant’s representative: Pete H. Daw¬ 
son, 4453 East Piccadilly Road, Phoenix, 
Ariz., 85018. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, and except household 
goods as defined in Practices of Motor 
Common Carriers of Household Goods, 
17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in bulk, com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment, 
and those injurious or contaminating to 
other lading), (1) between Susanville, 
Calif, and the California Conservation 
Center, State Department of Correc¬ 
tions, near Leavitt, Calif., from Susan¬ 
ville over California Highway 36 to 
Johnstonville, Calif., thence over un¬ 
numbered highway to the California 
Conservation Center, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points; and (a) between Sacramento, 
Calif, and Marysville, Calif., over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 24; (b) between Wood¬ 
land, Calif, and Yuba City. Calif., over 
Alternate U.S. Highway 40; (c) between 
Chico, Calif, and junction California 
Highways 89 and 36, approximately three 
(3) miles west of Chester, Calif., from 
Chico over U.S. Highway 99E to junc¬ 
tion unnumbered highway approximately 
eight (8) miles southeast of Cnico. 
thence over unnumbered highway to 
junction Alternate U.S. Highway 40. 
thence over Alternate U.S. Highway w 
to junction California Highway 
thence over California Highway 89 to 
junction California Highway 36, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; <c)0> 
between junction California Highwa 
89 and unnumbered highway at the soui 
end of Lake Almanor, Calif, and junc¬ 
tion unnumbered highway and La - 
fornia Highway 36, approximately nve 
(5) miles east of Chester, Calff., over 
unnumbered highway; and (d> hetwee 
Chico, Calif, and junction Ca iforma 
Highways 32 and 36, over California 
Highway 32. serving no intermedia^ 
points, as alternate routes, for 0P era 
convenience only, in connection 
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[applicant's otherwise authorized regu¬ 
lar-route operations. 

[ Note: Common control may be involved. 

No. MC 25869 (Sub-No. 24) filed Au- 
I gust 25.1964. Applicant: NOLTE BROS. 
[TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office Box 217, 
Famhamville, Iowa. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
Iporting: Meat, meat products, and meat 
byproducts and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses (except liquids in 
bulk in tank vehicles and hides), from 
points in Saunders County, Nebr., to 
points in Wisconsin (except Milwaukee). 

No. MC 31600 (Sub-No. 573), f iled A u- 
gust 31,1964. Applicant: P. B. MUTRIE 
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
Calvary Street, Waltham, Mass., 02154. 
Applicant’s attorney: H. C. Ames, Jr., 

: Transportation Building, Washington 6, 

| D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
I common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
I irregular routes, transporting: Acetic 
acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
port of entry on the international bound¬ 
ary lines between the United States and 
Canada at or near Rooseveltown, N.Y., to 
Merrimack, N.H. 

Note: Applicant Btates it “presently pos¬ 
sesses the authority to provide this service 
by observing a gateway at a point in Ber¬ 
gen County, N.J., on and south of New Jersey 
Highway 4. Therefore the purpose of this 
application 1s to eliminate the necessity of 
observing the Bergen County gateway.” 


No. MC 110686 (Sub-No. 24) filed Au¬ 
gust 27, 1964. Applicant: McCORMICK 
DRAY LINE, INC., Avis, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: David A. Sutherlund, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C., 20036. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Iron and steel flats and angles, from the 
Plant site of the Jersey Shore Steel Com¬ 
pany, at South Avis, Pa., to Munster, 
M. and, on return, (2) reject billets, 
from Kokomo, Ind., to the plant site of 
the Jersey Shore Steel Company, at 
South Avis. Pa. 

No. MC 112846 (Sub-No. 40) filed 
August 26. 1964. Applicant: PENN¬ 
ED TANKERS, INC., Post Office Box 
611, Oil City, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting : Petroleum and petroleum prod- 
as defined in Appendix XIII to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
certificates 61 M.C.C. 209, in bulk, in 
Jf&k vehicles, from Franklin, Pa., to 
Carrollton, Ky. 

No MC 126529 filed August 26, 1964. 
t: MYERS TRUCKING COM- 
a corporation, Wellington, Ohio, 
applicant’s attorneys: Robert T. Fitz¬ 
simmons and James R. Stiverson, 50 W. 
£2? Street ’ Columbus 15. Ohio. Au- 
crtlv V operate as a contract 

mnf r \ by motor vehicle, over irregular 
-Jjrf* traus Porting: Gray iron castings, 
hfvtn erns ' ? n< * new and used wo °d pallets, 
hanrf 611 y e N*»gton, Ohio, on the one 
on the o^her, Bradford, Pa. 
Ann?J^ C 126543 » fil ed August 24, 1964. 
INP SCHOCK TRANSFER CO., 
Citv 'v 55 kidustrial Boulevard, Kansas 
atVno ans * Aut hority sought to oper- 
a contract carrier, by motor ve- 
No. 181 - 7 
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hide, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Paper and paper articles and materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution thereof, between points 
In Kansas on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Missouri, for the account 
of West Virginia Pulp and Paper Co., 
H & D Division, restricted against traffic 
moving between Kansas City and North 
Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City, 
Kans., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points within ten (10) miles of 
each. 

No. MC 126544, filed August 26, 1964. 
Applicant: J. W. O’BRYAN, doing busi¬ 
ness as O’BRYAN TRUCKS, 1021 South 
10th, Kansas City, Kans. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Protein feed supplements, 
in meal or pellet form, in bulk, for live¬ 
stock feeding, from Kansas City. Mo., to 
points in Kansas, Nebraska, and those in 
that part of Iowa on and west of U.S. 
Highway 69, and exempt commodities, on 
return. 

Note: Applicant states the above proposed 
transportation service of protein feed supple¬ 
ments will be performed for the account of 
Columbian Hog and Cattle Powder Company. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 668 (Sub-No. 88) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed August 13, 1964, published 
Federal Register issue of September 2, 
1964, and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: INTER-CITY 
TRANSPORTATION CO. INC., 730 
Madison Avenue. Paterson, N.J. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Edward F. Bowes, 1060 
Broad Street. Newark 2, N.J. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag - 
gage and express and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers. (1) be¬ 
tween Hackensack and Fort Lee, N.J., 
(a) from the junction New Jersey High¬ 
way 17 and Interstate Highway 80 access 
road, over Interstate Highway 80 access 
road to junction Interstate Highway 80. 
thence over Interstate Highway 80 to 
junction Interstate Highway 95 in Tea- 
neck, thence over Interstate Highway 
95 to the George Washington Bridge in 
Fort Lee, (b) from the junction of River 
and Bridge Streets, Hackensack, thence 
over River Street to the junction of Dock 
Street, thence over Dock Street to the 
junction of Interstate Highway 80 access 
road, thence over Interstate Highway 80 
access road to junction of Interstate 
Highway 80, and return over the same 
routes, serving all intermediate points 
except those in Hackensack between the 
junction of River and Court Streets and 
the junction of Interstate Highway 80 
and Interstate Highway 80 access road, 
(2) between Bogota and Teaneck, N.J., 
from the junction of Palisade and De- 
Graw Aves., Bogota, thence over DeGraw 
Ave. to the junction of Interstate High¬ 
way 95 access road, thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 95 access road to the junc¬ 
tion of Interstate Highway 95 in Tea- 
neck, and return over the same route 
serving no intermediate points except 
the junction of DeGraw Ave. and Queen 
Anne Road. 

Note: Applicant states operations over the 
routes described in (1) and (2) above re¬ 


stricted to service over the George Washing¬ 
ton Bridge. Authority is requested to Join 
route (l)(a) at the Junction of New Jersey 
Highway 17 and Interstate Highway 80 access 
road to applicant’s existing service on New 
Jersey Highway 17, where It holds no author¬ 
ity to pick up or discharge passengers. Au¬ 
thority is requested to Join route (2) to appli¬ 
cant’s proposed route (1) (a) at the Junction 
of Interstate Highway 95 access road and In¬ 
terstate Highway 95 in Teaneck. The purpose 
of this republication Is to more clearly set 
forth the authority sought by applicant. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 125066 (Sub-No. 2) filed Au¬ 
gust 20, 1964. Applicant: M. I. LOKER 
AND PAULINE LOKER, a partnership 
doing business as, SEAWAY COACH 
LINES, 616 East Main Street, Titusville, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: S. Harrison 
Kahn, Suite 733 Investment Building. 
Washington, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, and ex¬ 
press, mail and newspapers, in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Mead- 
ville, Pa. and Warren, Pa., from Mead- 
ville over Pennsylvania Highway 27 
through Titusville. Pa. to junction UJ3. 
Highway 6. thence over U.S. Highway 6 
to Warren, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary, 

[FJR. Doc. 64-9389; Piled, Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.] 


NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR¬ 
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 

September 11, 1964. 

The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent mo¬ 
tor carrier authorization in interstate or 
foreign commerce within the limits of the 
intrastate authority sought, pursuant to 
section 206 (a) (6) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, as amended October 15, 1962. 
These applications are governed by Spe¬ 
cial Rule 1.245 of the Commission’s rules 
of practice, published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. issue of April 11, 1963. page 3533, 
which provides, among other things, that 
protests and requests for information 
concerning the time and place of State 
Commission hearings or other proceed¬ 
ings. any subsequent changes therein, 
and any other related matters shall be 
directed to the State Commission with 
which the application is filed and shall 
not be addressed to or filed with the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. 

State Docket No. 32,647. filed August 17, 
1964. Applicant: HILLSBORO TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., 131 V 2 West Walnut 
Street, Hillsboro, Ohio. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Earl N. Merwin, 85 East Gay 
Street, Columbus, Ohio. Certificate of 
public convenience and necessity sought 
to operate a freight service as follows: 
Transportation of general commodities, 
(1) between Williamsburg, Ohio and Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio over Ohio Highways 32 and 
62 serving all intermediate points, except 
between Hillsboro and Columbus; (2) be¬ 
tween Georgetown, Ohio and Columbus, 
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Ohio, over Ohio Highways 68, 50 and 62, 
serving all intermediate points, except 
between Hillsboro and Columbus; (3) be¬ 
tween Russellsville, Ohio and Columbus, 
Ohio over Ohio Highway 62, serving all 
intermediate points, except between 
Hillsboro and Columbus; (4) between 
Bentonville, Ohio and Columbus, Ohio, 
over Ohio Highways 41, 247 and 62, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, except be¬ 
tween Hillsboro and Columbus; and <5) 
between Peebles, Ohio and Columbus, 
Ohio, over Ohio Highways 41, 73 and 62, 
serving all intermediate points, except 
between Hillsboro and Columbus. 

HEARING: September 25, 1964, at 
10:00 ajn., e.s.t., in offices of the Com¬ 
mission, 111 North High Street, Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio. 

Requests for procedural information, 
including the time for filing protests 
concerning this application should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Ohio Public Utilities 
Commission, 111 North High Street, 
Columbus, Ohio, 43215, and should not 
be directed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[PR. Doc. 64-9390: Piled. Sept. 15, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice No. 1043] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 11, 1964. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-PC 67032. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to H. R. Miller 
Trucking Inc., Columbus, Ohio, of the 
operating rights issued by the Commis¬ 
sion December 7, 1956, November 24, 
1958, and October 4, 1963, respectively, 
under Permits Nos. MC 115875, MC 
115875 Sub 1, and MC 115875 Sub 2. to 
Harold Miller, doing business as H. R. 
Miller Trucking, Columbus, Ohio, au¬ 
thorizing the transportation, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, of metal burial caskets from 
Columbus, Ohio, to points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania, New York, Massachusetts, West 
Virginia, Virginia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Kentucky, Wisconsin, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Georgia, Florida, Maryland, and New 
Jersey; rejected, damaged, or defective 


metal burial caskets, from points in 
Pennsylvania, New York. Massachusetts, 
West Virginia, Virginia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Kentucky, Wisconsin, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Georgia, Florida. Maryland, and New 
Jersey to Columbus, Ohio; metal burial 
caskets (cases), from Columbus, Ohio, to 
points in Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Missouri, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota; and damaged or defective metal 
caskets (cases), from points in Iowa, 
Kansas. Minnesota, Missouri, North 
Dakota, and South Dakota, to Columbus, 
Ohio. George, Greek, King & Mc¬ 
Mahon, 44 East Broad Street, Columbus, 
Ohio, and Mary E. Smith, 2977 West 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio, attorneys 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67078. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Eagle Trucking, 
Inc., Miami, Fla., of the operating rights 
issued by the Commission June 11. 1963, 
under Certificate in No. MC 118974 Sub 
1, to Eagle, Inc., Miami, Fla., authoriz¬ 
ing the transportation, over irregular 
routes, of general commodities, exclud¬ 
ing household goods, and other specified 
commodities, between points in Miami, 
Fla. Edward M. Shea, c/o Ragan & Ma¬ 
son, The Farragut Building, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington 6, D.C., attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67118. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to E. J. Chadwick, 
Inc., Ridgewood, N.J., of the operating 
rights issued by the Commission August 
28, 1950, under Permit No. MC 79702, to 
E. J. & D. F. Sullivan, Inc., West Haven, 
Conn., authorizing the transportation of 
such products of food-processing and 
meat packing houses, including packing¬ 
house byproducts, fresh meat, eggs, and 
poultry, and materials, supplies, and 
equipment used in food processing and 
meat packinghouses, over irregular 
routes, between Jersey City, N.J., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., and points in that part of New 
York and New Jersey within 75 miles of 
Jersey City. LeRoy Danziger, 334 King 
Road, North Brunswick, N.J., attorney 
for Transferee. 

No. MC-FC 67176. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Truck Transport, 
Incorporated, St. Louis, Mo., of the op¬ 
erating rights in Certificates Nos. MC 
115331, MC 115331 Sub 2, MC 115331 Sub 
4, MC 115331 Sub 6, MC 115331 Sub 17, 
MC 115331 Sub 18, MC 115331 Sub 20, 

MC 115331 Sub 23, MC 115331 Sub 28, 

MC 115331 Sub 29, MC 115331 Sub 31, 

MC 115331 Sub 33, MC 115331 Sub 34, 

MC 115331 Sub 37, MC 115331 Sub 44, 

MC 115331 Sub 51, MC 115331 Sub 53, 

MC 115331 Sub 56, MC 115331 Sub 57, 

MC 115331 Sub 58, and MC 115331 Sub 
67, issued April 30, 1963, May 1, 1959, 
March 10. 1960, November 4, 1958, July 
26, 1960, February 24. 1960, October 26, 

1961, November 19, 1962, November 19, 

1962, November 18, 1963, January 18, 

1963, January 29, 1963, January 10, 1963, 
July 5, 1963, August 28, 1964, January 13, 

1964, June 9, 1964, May 7, 1964, June 9, 
1964, March 10, 1964, and September 1, 


1964, respectively, to Truck Transport] 
Inc., St. Louis, Mo., authorizing the] 
transportation, over irregular routes of] 
fertilizer, liquid chemicals, acids. chernJ 
icals, liquid fertilizer solutions, liquefied] 
petroleum gas, phosphatic fertilizer so-] 
lutions, anhydrous ammonia and nitro-j 
gen solutions and liquid fertilizer all in 
bulk, in tank vehicles; ammonium ni-1 
trate, in barrels, bags, and bulk; and 
dry, in bulk; fertilizer compounds, in 
bulk and in containers; fertilizer, in 
bulk, in hopper-type vehicles; acids and 
chemicals, dry, in bulk; anhydrous am- 
monia, aqua ammonia, in bulk, fertilizer] 
compounds, fertilizer ingredients, urea, 
and nitrogen solutions; fertilizer com¬ 
pounds, dry, in bulk and in bags; lime 
and lime products, in bulk and in bags; 
household goods and mine machinery 
and supplies; malt beverages; sugar and 
blends thereof, molasses and blends 
thereof; chemical fertilizers and fertll- ] 
izer ingredients (including ammonium 
nitrate, nitric acid, anhydrous ammonia 
and nitrogen fertilizer solutions), in 
bulk, in tank or hopper type vehicles; 
salt; silica flour and silica sand, in bulk; ! 
dry fertilizer, dry fertilizer materials, 
dry urea and dry ammonium nitrate; 
and over regular routes, general com¬ 
modities, excluding household goods and 
commodities in bulk; from, to, and be¬ 
tween specified points in Arkansas, Il¬ 
linois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wiscon¬ 
sin, varying with the commodities trans¬ 
ported. Thomas F. Kilroy, 1815 H Street 
NW., Washington 6, D.C., attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67177. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to John T. Maguire, 
Jr., doing business as Maguire Tr ansfer & 
Storage, Parkersburg, W. Va., of the 
operating rights in Certificate No. MC 
1474, issued April 19, 1954 to H. Dale 
Hannan and Karl J. Hannan, a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as Hannan Transfer. 
Parkersburg, W. Va., authorizing the 
transportation, over irregular routes, of: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, in a radial movement, between 
points in Wood County, W. Va., and a 
specified portion of Ohio. J. A. Bibby. 
Jr., Suite 504 Security Building. Charles¬ 
ton, W. Va., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67194. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1964, The Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Furniture 
Warehouse, Inc., Natick, Mass., of the 
Certificate of Registration No. MC 3933y 
Sub 2 issued January 14. 1964. and evi¬ 
dencing the right to conduct operations 
in interstate or foreign commerce, oi 
Hyman Lipson, doing business as Empire 
Trucking & Transportation Co., Boston. 
Mass., to the extent authorized in Mas¬ 
sachusetts Certificate No. 3390, witn 
the State of Massachusetts. Josepn a. 
Kline, 185 Devonshire Street, Boston 10. 
Mass., attorney for applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

|FJR. Doc. 64-9391; Filed, Sept. lo. l 964t 
8:48 am.] 
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